Invasion of the ‘Boat people’ 


The Conservatives, inevitably, have 
welshed on their promises to the electorate 
to place strict curbs on immigration into 
Britain. After the election which the Tories 
won with their fraudulent anti-immigration 
campaign, it took Mrs. Thatcher precisely 
25 days to effect a complete about-turn and 
admit the first thousand of the so-called 
“Vietnamese Boat People’. Last month we 
said that the electorate would realisc it had 
been conned by the charlatans of the Tory 
party in two or three years time, perhaps in 
three months. Not even we thought it would 
learn in 3 weeks. The decision was taken by 
Margaret Thatcher personally — and anyone 
who believes that the entry of the Sibonga 
‘refugees’ is a once-only ‘humanitarian’ 
gesture will believe anything. 

The predominantly Tory press, and 
indeed the media world-wide, has been 
working round the clock on a propaganda 
campaign to play on the soft-hearted 
inclinations of the British people and 
persuade them that the ‘Boat People’ are 
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genuine persecuted refugees. The truth is 
that they are nothing of the sort. Most of 
them are not Vietnamese at all, but ethnic 
Chinese who belong to criminal clans that 
sponged off the former American adminis- 
tration — dope peddlers, vice operators, 
black marketeers, bar owners and other 
corrupt ‘businessmen’ who are now unable 
to run their profitable enterprises. These 
people are able to pay huge ‘exit taxes’ in 
gold to criminal elements in the Vietnamese 
shipping industry who are operating a 
lucrative ‘refugee’ smuggling racket — all 
with the connivance of the Hanoi government 
which not only wants to see them go but 
receives at least half the money paid for 
places on boats. 

Even after paying over 3,000 dollars per 
head to get out, these Oriental underworld 


dregs still possess fortunes from their ill- 


gotten gains. Searches by the Hong Kong 
police of the freighters Skyluck and Huey 
Fong earlier this year uncovered several 
million dollars worth of gold bars and gold 
leaf hidden in a disused petrol tank. On 
board the Sibonga itself, a clan of Chinese 
gangsters stole large sums in gold from their 


fellow ‘refugees’. There has been no 
announcement that this gang will be distin- 
guished from the other ‘refugees’ — so 


Britain is to provide hospitality for these 
criminals as well. The rest of the so-called 
‘Boat People’ are Vietnamese draft dodgers, 
young single males who are doing nothing 
more than avoiding the army call-up against 
China or compulsory service in Cambodia. 
These are the terrorists responsible for many 
of the violent incidents on the Malaysian 
coast, holding fishermen at: gunpoint and 
looting stocks of food and equipment. 
Britain has absolutely no responsibility 
whatsoever to accept this alien riff-raff. Most 
are the responsibility of China in the final 
analysis, and British ships should refuse to 
take aboard anybody from vessels sailing in 


Vietnamese waters. As for those who are 
genuinely ship-wrecked, they should be 


‘deposited at the ship’s next port of call, 


which is the accepted practice in the code 
of the sea. 


Ambassador fails to hit 
the target 


Tories of all stripes will doubtless rush 
to endorse the letter sent to Dr. Owen by 
Sir Nicholas Henderson, retiring British 
Ambassador in Paris and now newly- 
appointed Ambassador to Washington. 

The letter was sent on March 31st, when 
Sir Nicholas knew he was stepping down 
from his French post but did not know he 
was going to occupy his American one. It 
consists of a summary of the factors con- 
tributing to Britain’s post-war decline and a 
lamentation at the fact that her decreased 
national strength had reduced so much the 
effectiveness of her diplomacy. 

There is much in the letter that is true, 
even if it has been said many times before. 
Our unions are attacked for their disruptive 
practices and their failure to achieve for 
their members the living standards of 
workers in France or West Germany. There 
is a criticism of high taxation and poor 
incentives as applied to management and 
other top level skills, thus driving many of 
our best people abroad. Lack of national 
pride and purpose in Britain is contrasted 
with the abundance of those qualities in our 
competitors. The shabbiness and inefficiency 
of many of our amenities is spotlighted — 
particularly our railways. 

Showing just a modicum of inde- 
pendence from traditional establishment 
thinking, Sir Nicholas states one fact that 
needs stating more often, when he says that 
industry in Britain loses much in the way of 
the best brains and talents that the country 
has to offer by the attraction of bright 
young graduates into City merchant banks 
rather than into the productive side of the 
economy. 

Sadly, however, this is the very furthest 
that the writer is prepared to stray from the 
old political orthodoxy. He devotes much of 
his letter to a condemnation of Britain’s 
lack of commitment to Europe and her 
destructive role in European councils, con- 
trasting this with the ‘constructive’ attitude 
of the French. ‘“‘We have to behave,” he says, 
“as if we were fully and irrevocably com- 
mitted.” 

The letter states that, although both 
Tory and Labour Governments have been to 
blame for past failures, the present Tory 
Government at least shows signs of learning 
from past mistakes. This very observation 
suggests that the leakage of the letter may 
have been contrived to boost the prestige of 
the Thatcher Government and to win 
support for its policies. 

Two themes obviously predominate in 
Sir Nicholas’ analysis: one is that economic 
weakness lies at the heart of Britain’s decline; 


the other is that to win international respect 
we must become much more firmly 
committed to Europe. Both are standard 
Tory themes and both are wrong. 

In fact economic weakness is a 
symptom of our national condition, not a 
cause. Our incapacity to grapple with the 
conditions making for our economic failure 
is merely a by-product of a much more 
general and deeper paralysis of the national 
will. 

It is the same paralysis that has led to 
the abandonment of national sovereignty 
and the attempted escape into internation- 
alist institutions in the hope of solving our 
problems. The prevailing mood has been that 
Britain is no longer capable of standing on 
her own feet and shaping her own destiny. 
The principal consequence of that mood has 
been the rush into a Europe that has acceler- 
ated our decline, both economically and 
politically. 

The only way out of the condition of 
impotence that Sir Nicholas seems to 
deplore is the abandonment of liberalism 
and the embracing of nationalism. To say 
that, however, would be treading on more 
toes than an Ambassador is prepared to do. 


Euro-Parliament farce 


Last month the British people spurned 
the European elections with total contempt. 
In so doing they thankfully ignored Mr. 
Enoch Powell’s usually misguided advice to 
anyone who wanted Britain to be “a nation 
and not a European province” to turn out 
and vote in the elections to the European 
Parliament. He did not specifically recom- 
mend voting Labour, but stressed that the 
Labour party wanted to recover Britain’s 
rights. 

Whether or not the Labour party really 
does stand for recovering Britain’s rights, we 
do know that it does not stand for getting 
Britain out of Europe — and even if it did, 
it could not accomplish that aim at Stras- 
bourg but only at Westminster. It is quite 
impossible for the Labour party or any other 
party to recover Britain’s rights through 
representation in the European Parliament, 
since membership of the EEC — and conse- 
quently surrender of sovereignty — is itself 
the cause of our loss of rights and our 
reduction to the status of a European 
province. 

Furthermore, members of the European 
Parliament have absolutely no power to 
decide anything. Law-making proposals are 
the prerogative of the non-elected Com- 
mission; it ‘consults’ Parliament, and then 
the non-elected Council of Ministers takes the 
decisions. ‘‘Eurodemocracy” is thus an 
absurd farce. The Commission is currently 
formulating means of using for the benefit 
of the EEC what is called the ‘European oil’ 
of the North Sea, that is, British oil. When 
they come with their proposals for a 
meaningless consultation with the Parlia- 
ment, they will not even have a united 
British delegation to contend with, for Euro- 
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(Scene from a ‘multi-cultural’ festival at Lambeth Public Library) 
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MPs sit not in national delegations but in 
political groups (of which, incidentally, the 
Communist/Socialist/left-liberal blocs have 
held 107 of the 182 seats). 

How, then, can Britain’s rights be 
recovered in a totally powerless, Left- 
dominated political talking-shop? Those 
rights will only be recovered when Britain 
pulls out of the whole EEC racket. 


Fruits of appeasement 


“The bloodiest day of Left-wing 
terrorism in Spain since the end of the Civil 
War” was how the Daily Telegraph described 
the murder in a single morning of an Army 
general, two colonels, an army driver and a 
policemen in the centre of Madrid. 

The killings were the work of the Marxist 
Basque separatist organisation ETA and 
another “anti-fascist” revolutionary group. 
General Gomez Hortiguela was the fourth 
general to be assassinated in Spain since last 
summer. The new liberal and democratic 
Spain has seen more violence and killings 
since its inception than ever occurred under 
the allegedly repressive rule of General 
Franco. 

The lesson we have to learn from this is 
very simple. During the Franco era it was 
alleged that Marxist terrorism was the 
inevitable product of the suppression of 
Marxist ideas and would largely evaporate 
under a democracy. It was claimed that the 
violence of the Basque ETA movement was 
an inevitable product of the uncompromising 
suppression of Basque separatism, and would 
be ended by making liberal concessions to 


Basque ‘nationalist? demands. The truth is 
that the appeasement of Marxism and 
separatism by a liberal society has brought 
more violence and killing, not less. Left- 
wing organisations and opinions now 
flourish; the Basque country has been 
granted all but separate nationhood. 
Terrorism, however, rampages through Spain 
as never before. It will be ended, not by 
concessions, but by waging ruthless war on it. 


Amazing but true 


Contrary to the claims of race industry 
propagandists, immigration into Britain is 
not falling. Last year 5 per cent more 
Immigrants were allowed to settle in Britain 
than in 1977. A total of 72,350 were 
accepted for settlement, compared with 
69,300 the previous year. 

These do not of course include such 
illegal entrants as James Awodiji from 
Nigeria, who succeeded in staying in Britain 
for 27 months and was given a council home 
by one council and an education grant by 
another! The council flat, according to a 
spokesman, was “not in a very demand 
bracket.” Manchester Stipendiary Magis-. 
trate Mr. John Coffey understandably found 
this situation ‘‘almost beyond belief’ and 
“really amazing and quite incredible.” 

This, however, is not the most amazing 
part of the story, for Mr. Coffey then 
proceeded to fine him £5 and did not recom- 
mend him for deporation. So Mr. Awodiji is 
still illegally occupying his council flat and 
illegally pursuing his education, a mere fiver 
worse off. That, surely, is the amazing thing! 
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We reprint here the election addresses issued in Blackburn during the General Election by the Conservative and 
Labour candidates. Jack Straw, the left-wing victor, addressed his constituents on one side of the leaflet in 
Gujerati, and on the other side (not wishing to leave out any important ethnic group) in Urdu! This may have 
been a factor in his victory, since the Conservative candidate contented himself with appealing to Gujerati 
speakers only. The Labour leaflet promises even more efforts to make Immigrants privileged citizens; the 


Conservative leaflet secretly assures Asians that the Tories are not really an ‘anti-immigration’ party. This point 
was omitted from Tory leaflets in English. 


CONSERVATIVE David McGaw 
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IVOR BENSON 


Australian academic 
sees “conspiracy” 


“The appalling thing in the revolution is not 
the tumult but the design. Through all the 
fire and smoke we perceive the evidence of 
calculating organisation. The managers 
remain studiously concealed and masked, 
but there is no doubt about their presence 
from the first’ — Lord Acton. 


ALL AROUND THE WORLD, especially in 
the English-speaking parts, there are groups 
and organisations which have something 
fundamentally in common with the National 
Forum, and which issue newsletters and 
other kinds of literature containing much 
the same unfolding message as Behind the 
News. 

What all these groups have in common is 
an intense desire, amounting in many cases 
to an imperative, to understand the world in 
which they live; they feel deeply that they 
need some sort of comprehensive mind 
picture of the world about them that corres- 
ponds sufficiently with the external reality. 

And it goes without saying that there 
are millions of thoughtful people in all 
countries who belong to no recognisable 
groups but who feel the same pressing need 
to free themselves from the demoralising 
effect of a world view, supplied by estab- 
lishment media, which makes no sense. 

For all these people, the most exciting 
and encouraging development of recent 
years has been a breakthrough in the 
academic world. A disciplined scholarship is 
today participating increasingly in activity 
which for very many years was left entirely 
in the hands of what Dr. Antony Sutton has 
described as “amateur historians’, who, for 
all their zeal and insight and perspicacity, are 
always liable to make mistakes which can be 


easily exploited against them by their 


opponents. 

Writes Dr. Sutton in Conspiracy Digest: 
“The most exciting, but still largely un- 
explored research topic today is that of the 
history and current operations of the power 
elites shaping our world. Yet only within the 
last decade have professional analysts and 
historians entered this arena which has long 
been the preserve of the amateur historians, 
i.e. those whose main occupation is some- 
thing other than the compilation and 
analysis of information.” 

Nevertheless, he describes the activities 
of these “amateur historians” which began 
in the 1920’s as “a valiant and pathbreaking 
effort”, even if the careless use of the word 
“conspiracy” did make great difficulties for 
professional historians later. 

The naive approach of the “amateurs”, 
he says, enabled the power elites and their 


representatives to apply the label “paranoid”, 
or the cliche “devil theory of history”, and 
thereby scare off a considerable number of 
those who might have wanted to explore 
elitist objectives and activity. 

However few these professional analysts 
and historians in comparison with the vast 
army of enthusiastic “amateurs”, we may be 
sure they are today a major source of 
anxiety for the hidden elitists, because they 
form, as it were, a bridgehead into the whole 
world of academia and threaten the 
foundations of that “alliance of money and 
intellect” which, as Spengler tells us, makes 
up the ruling elite. 


ACADEMICS IN THE VANGUARD 


It is impossible to say precisely where 
and when the breakthrough occurred, but 
we do know the names of some of the 
academics who formed part of the vanguard, 
even if we remain unable to arrange them in 
order of importance. 

One of the most important, without any 
doubt, was Dr. Carroll Quigley, former Pro- 
fessor of International Relations at George- 
town Foreign Service School, Washington, 
D.C. whose massive “history of the world in 
our time”, Tragedy and Hope supplied 
indisputable proof of the existence of a 
network of power-wielders whose secret 
purpose it is to subordinate all nations to 
the authority of a single global power — even 
if he preferred not to describe this as a 
conspiracy. No book on this subject has 
made a greater impact, for it was written by 
a man who identified himself quite frankly 
as an “insider” or “elitist” who over a 
number of years had had access to highly 
confidential elitist documentation. 

On the other hand, we know of no one 
whose contribution has been more important 
than that of Dr. Sutton, former Research 
Fellow at the Hoover Institution for the 
study of War, Revolution and Peace at 
Stanford University, whose laboriously 
detailed study of the transfer of Western 
technology to the Soviet Union finally threw 
open a veritable pandora’s box of 
embarrassing information about the nexus 
of Western high finance and Communism. 

Things are being said in universities 
today which would have been unthinkable 
ten or twenty years ago as scholarship 
increasingly undertakes the difficult and 
dangerous task of defending scholarship 
itself, a process inseparable from _ the 
diminishing credibility of elitism’s declared 
“ideals”. 

Some modern academics even dare to 


describe what they see as a “conspiracy”, as 
does Dr. Moshe Kroy, who lectures in philo- 
sophy at La Trobe University, Australia. 
Speaking last year at a symposium at 
Macquarrie University, the subject being the 
world economic order and monetary system, 
Dr. Kroy put his finger neatly on the central 
evil of our times with this statement: 

“The official view of man, propagated 
by intellectuals of all professions, which 
underlies also official economics is that man 
is, basically, a material entity, a form of 
complex machine. As such his actions are 
determined by a variety of causes, to be 
analysed on various levels; physiological, 
chemical, biological, or even sociological. 
Whatsoever the details of this casual analysis, 
its very nature implies that man does not... 
act purposefully, he is not aware of any 
purposes, because he has none, and he does 
not act to achieve anything; he only reacts 
to stimuli. The difference between man and 
a robot is thus only complexity and 
materials.” 

But where do the elitists fit into this 
picture? Are they also only “complex 
machines” or “robots” to be made to react 
to prescribed “stimuli”? Does the principle 
that “all men are equal” also embrace those 
who are to programme all the responses of 
the “robots”? 


CONTRADICTION IN TERMS 


How can that be? Dr. Kroy asks in 
effect. If planners are planned, then logic 
leads us to unplanned planners which is 
obviously a contradiction in terms. Dr. 
Kroy goes on: 

“J am driving to make a point here 
which is very simply, but at the same time, 
quite shocking and hence hard to digest ... 
What I want to say is very unpleasant to say. 
It is much more safe to remain in the realm 
of logical arguments concerning assumptions, 
and not to examine human motives under- 
lying the publication of such arguments. 
Truth, however, as well as commitment to 
the cause of freedom compels me to voice 
this point — and I leave it to you to judge it. 

“The point is that nobody is so stupid 
to not know that a planned economy cannot 
consist only of planned robots, but also of 
planners . . . The point is, of course, the 
planners do not consider themselves machines 
to be planned. Rather, they believe that two 
kinds of human beings exist, or can be made 
to exist, robots and thinkers, machines and 
programmers, workers and managers, 
subjects and rulers.” 

There is, of course, nothing new about 
all this. Thoughtful people all down the 
years have seen clearly that the equality 
dogma is designed to conceal an inequality 
principle or, as George Orwell put it: “All 
pigs are equal, but some are more equal than 
others.” 

But what has all this to do with “con- 
spiracy”? Dr. Kroy goes on: 

Contd. overleaf 
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AUSTRALIAN ACADEMIC 
SEES “CONSPIRACY” 


Contd. from previous page 


“Now a group which tries to establish 
its Own supremacy over others by hidden 
means is, by dictionary definition a con- 
spiracy. Hence my argument implies that 
there is a conspirational motive behind the 
‘planners’. They speak about equititarianism 
as the moral justification for their recom- 
mendation to plan the economy. They 
mean, of course, elitism.” 

But the new elite who use “the state” as 
their “magical coat of invisibility” need a 
special language with which to communicate 
both to the “unthinking masses” and to each 
other. What they need, then, is some kind of 
code which means one thing to one set of 
people and something quite different to the 
others: 

“Such a code was developed by Hegel, 
called ‘dialectics’. It was also called ‘logic’, 
but this was a dialectical trick, because the 
basic principle of dialectics as a code was 
that you use contraries as names, so as to 
refer to war as ‘peace’, to slavery as ‘freedom’ 
and to a double-class society as a ‘classless 
society’. Thus dialectics, which is anti-logic, 
can be called, dialectically, logic.” 


HIDING INTENT AND PURPOSES 


The massive suppression of information 
and the avoidance of genuine debate about 
the identity and real aims of the planners is 
easily understood. Clearly, as Dr. Kroy 
remarks, those who desire this form of 
elitism cannot advocate it openly. They have 
to hide both intent and premises and pay the 
relatively light price of seeming inconsistent. 
Hence, he says, “to argue with one who 
wants power on the assumption that he 
wants truth is both to misunderstand his 
position and to waste one’s time.” 

Most academics in the departments of 
history, political science, economics, and 
‘even of psychology and anthropology, still 
prefer power to truth. As Dr. Kroy puts it 
in more scholarly language: “They consider 
their interest to be defined both by a very 
specifically defined literature and a very 
specific reference group. It is this reference 
group, in turn, which would determine their 
professional careers in terms of jobs and 
publications.” 

When a few leading academics believe 
that the time has come when they can write 
and talk like that with relative safety, the 
rest of us can face the future with renewed 
hope. 


WANTED 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


The foundations of 
political power 


PART 2 


IN THE FIRST PART of this article I related 
the question of wealth and assets — and thus 
the power of patronage — to that of building 
cadres of leadership by the attraction of 
abundant talent to our ranks. There is 
another respect in which the two are vitally 
interconnected. 

Everyone with an insight into our 
situation knows very well that the more pro- 
fessionally accomplished our members and 


supporters are the less it is likely that they 


will be able to identify themselves promi- 
nently with our movement. In any society 
that has developed to the position of 
centralised control that Britain has, access to 
the best jobs is usually incompatible with 
involvement in a political movement that 
radically challenges establishment institutions 
and values. Careers in the Armed Forces, the 
Civil Service, Journalism and the Media, Big 
Business and many of the professions are 
virtually closed to Nationalists — certainly if 
those Nationalists are active members of a 
movement like the NF. 

We thus lose much in the way of avail- 
able talent, since so many of our best recruits 
dare not come out in the open. At the best 
they remain inactive members; at the worst 
they may not join at all. 

In time a radical movement can offset 
this handicap by building within its own 
framework the institutions through which 
its most talented recruits can pursue careers 
and financial security. This the Left has 
done and become in effect a ‘society within 
a society’. In at least some leading occu- 
pations — particularly The Law, Journalism 
and Broadcasting and of course Politics — 
careers are open to talented people of left- 
wing views, who can at the same time openly 
identify themselves with those movements 
which represent their beliefs. 

As we build a similar framework we will 
likewise be able to offer opportunities to our 
brightest recruits through the institutions 
provided by that framework. At the same 
time by the increasing power that we wield 
within society as a whole we will be able 
better to combat the pressures that our 
members encounter in the career world. 
Already a start has been made in these 
directions. 

The basis upon which we must seek to 
build economically viable institutions and 
enterprises is of course expanding member- 
ship. As that expanding membership forms 


communities of people in each part of the 


country with similar tastes and needs, so a 
market is provided for numerous goods and 
services that can be sold profitably. 


Already a modest trade in souvenirs, 
badges and items of clothing is helping to 
bring in extra income to the movement and 
its associated enterprises. This can and will 
greatly expand. So will the trade in 
recordings, which is of immense potential. 
At the moment it is limited mainly to 
recordings of political events involving the 
National Front. In time it can extend to 
such things as popular music for the young 
— a field now dominated totally by our 
enemies and used to foist the worst types of 


alien musical garbage upon British youth but 


which can in time be penetrated by music 
groups offering alternative forms more 
native to the British and European soil. 

By far the most important fields in this 
category, however, are social clubs and 
publications. 

In the founding of the Excalibur Club 
we will be providing a new amenity through 
which our members and supporters can meet 
socially. This will provide them with the 
means of keeping together beyond the con- 
fined sphere of politics and political activity 
and it will channel the money they spend on 
social pursuits back into the Nationalist 
cause. The Excalibur Club must and will 
become a model for the opening of similar 
clubs in every town and city in Britain. As 
such clubs open and become paying enter- 
prises, they will provide the amenities not 
only for our existing members in their 
branches but for a vast expansion of 
membership in those branches. They will 


also provide the necessary facilities for local 


political operations in which at present, by 
relying upon facilities hired from others, we 
are at a grave disadvantage. 

As for the field of publications, this 
brings us into the much broader question of 
media and counter-media. Here we are con- 
sidering not only a means of financial profit 
but, much more importantly, that of 
expanding the political voice and platform 
of the National Front. As such this field 
deserves a section to itself. 


MEDIA COUNTERBLAST 


I will only bore readers if I go into a 
detailed analysis of the importance of the 
public media in the world of political power; 
that importance has become so obvious to us 
in our operations that it is superfluous to 
describe it. In my opinion those who today 
control newspapers and broadcasting net- 
works exercise much more power than those 
who control political parties, for the latter 


are increasingly forced to operate within 


bounds of public opinion determined by the 
former. 


And let us not forget that the leaders of 
political parties, and governments, are 
elected. No one elects the lords of the media 
— once they obtain those exalted positions 
they can hold them for life! 

I am in no doubt that it is the power of 
the media that has destroyed White Rhodesia 
and threatens to destroy White South Africa. 
Though those countries had governing parties 
which for many years were patriotic, even 
those parties have been forced in the end to 
dance to tunes called by the mass media, 
which have remained in the hands of liberals, 
leftists and internationalists, and thus have 
those parties become rotted within by 
expediency and compromise. 

In Britain the same process has been at 
work for a much longer period of time, with 
the result that our political parties became 
rotted much earlier, and with the additional 
result that there is through the media a 
constant barrage of abuse, misrepresen- 
tation and lies about the National Front — 
and with almost no facilities for the NF to 
answer back. 

Patriots in almost all countries of the 
Western World moan at the fact that the 
communications media are in the hands of 
the enemies of patriotism. Yet this is only 
the fault of the patriotic camp itself. 
Historically, it has never had a firm, con- 
sistent or far-sighted strategy for building 
and controlling its own means of mass com- 
munication. It thus relies on tiny house 
journals and news-sheets along the Samizdat 
pattern, circulating mainly in the confined 
society of the converted and almost never 
exerting the pull to influence elections, let 
alone world events. 

Much more idealism and hope goes into 
patriotic journalism than realistic political 
thinking. There is also a lack of ruthlessness; 
the non-left believes generously in a ‘free 
press’ in which its opponents have the same 
rights as itself, while the left only believes in 
a press in which leftists have the right to 
speak. The result? Leftist ideas (not 
necessarily corresponding to party align- 
ments) have increasingly taken over the press 
and forced non-leftist ideas out. 

Our side of politics does not need to 
build a communications media of the same 
vastness and weight as that of our opponents 
— to do that under present conditions would 
take at least 60 or 70 years. But nor do we 
have to do this. 

The number of pro-Conservative news- 
papers in Britain has always heavily out- 
weighed the number of Labour newspapers 
but this has not prevented Labour from 
being successful in elections as often as the 
Conservatives and being in office for approxi- 
mately half the time. It is sufficient that 
Labour has newspaper backing adequate to 
reach all those people who seek to read it. 
One can obtain a pro-Labour paper or 
periodical at almost any newsagents’ shop or 
stand in the country — that is enough. 

We are not powerless politically because 
we do not have the same scale of news media 


backing as the Conservatives or Labour but 
because we have no news media backing at 
all. By graduating from a zero quantity toa 
plus quantity (however small) in this field 
we will take a stride politically that is far 
bigger than we have ever taken and which 
will enormously increase our potential vote. 

The question is how? Realistically, there 
are four courses of action open to us, and of 
these only in two can much be achieved in 
the short term:— 

(a) The bringing together of sufficient 
a coalition of business interests to buy a 
controlling share in one of the major 
national daily newspapers and from that 
positidn to persuade that paper to take a 
line, if not of outright support of the 
National Front, at least of objective and fair 
commentary on it. I see this as being more 
of a longer term possibility and one which 
would create many problems of distribution, 
advertising and industrial relations which at 
present could not be overcome. 

(b) The recruiting and training of cadres 
of young NF supporters to enter the jour- 
nalists’ and broadcasting professions and to 
offset left-wing infiltration of these 
institutions. This would take time and can 
only pay substantial dividends in the longer 


‘term. 


(c) The vast extension of the circulation 
of existing NF publications by the improve- 
ment, not only of our facilities of produc- 
tion, but also of our network of distribution. 
This is a field in which much can be done 
in the immediate future, and it involves at 
distribution level our local branches adopting 
a truly businesslike and professional approach 
to sales. These should be to local retailers as 
well as direct on the streets and doorsteps. 

(d) An improvement and extension of 
our machinery of representation to the 
established media whereby we may obtain 
better redress of complaints and fairer 
apportionment of space and time. To achieve 
full success here depends very much on the 
success of (b), which, as I have said, is a 
realistic proposition only in the long term. 
We should, however, make every effort to 
obtain what short-term success we can, and 
in the pressure groups that exist to make the 
press and broadcasting more representative 
we have an ally. 

Of these four courses of action it will 
readily be seen that (c) is for the foreseeable 
future by far the most important, for it 
involves objectives that are feasible given our 
present strength and pace of development. 
In the pursuit of (c) we have on our side a 
very elementary economic law which deter- 
mines that with normal expansion we are 
making ever greater economies of scale, i.e. 
operating at lower unit costs and therefore 
becoming more viable. This is particularly 
the case in a field like printing. 

The National Front has approximately 
doubled its membership in the last 4 years. 
By doing likewise in the next 4 years it can 
enormously expand the area of possibilities 
for profitable economic enterprises in which 


it utilises its own growing resources to 
supply its own growing market. In this way 
can it build the essential amenities on which 
political power rests. 


THE CORRECT APPROACH 


During my tenure of the leadership of 
the National Front I have always seen it as 
my duty to communicate to our members a 
spirit of optimism tempered by sobriety. 
Optimism in my conviction that we can and 
will win this struggle for our country. 
Sobriety in my belief that we will not do so 
quickly — and for the reasons that I have set 
out in this article. 

I know very well that this cautious 
assessment of our prospects will invite the 
cry: “Do we have the time?” I have heard 
this piece of inanity uttered with mono- 
tonous repetition throughout the couple of 
decades in which I have been politically 
involved, and it is high time to bury it. 

The phrase really implies that somewhere 
there is a point of no-return after which the 
nation cannot be saved, whatever we may do. 
We have to ‘win’ before that point is reached. 

Of course this supposition is basically 
true. A point of no-return does exist in the 
decline of all societies and civilisations. The 
trouble is that men have never been able to 
agree on precisely when it occurs or will 
occur. 

One thing is certain: if we work our- 
selves up into a state of mind in which we 
think we can estimate a point of no-return, 
then mark that point on the calendar as a 
kind of ‘zero hour’ by which time the job 
must be done if it is to be done at all, our 
operations are thenceforth going to be 
governed by an atmosphere, not of method, 
but of panic. 

Our opponents planned long ago for 
their capture of power through method, not 
panic. By method they have captured power; 
by panic they would assuredly never have 
come near it. 

I am not so complacent as to believe 
that we can afford a time scale as leisurely as 
that of the development of the Labour Party 
from the day of the Tolpuddle Martyrs to 
that of Ramsay McDonald’s first Labour 
Government (90 years). We have to move 
with much greater speed than that — and we 
can do and are doing so. 

But neither can I endorse the sort of 
euphoric predictions that I have sometimes 
heard from our members to the effect that 
we will be knocking on the gates of power at 
the next election but one — such predictions 
belong to cloud-cuckooland. 

There is a happy medium between these 
two extremes of panic on the one hand and 
complacency on the other, and we must 
strike that happy medium. I have not defined 
precisely when we must — or can — accom- 
plish our aims; I have defined what we have 
to do to accomplish those aims. We must set 
about doing it with energy and urgency but 

Contd. on page 20 
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DONALD F. KING 


THE ZIONISTS IN ‘OUR’ POLITICAL PARTIES 


THE ARRIVAL OF Margaret Thatcher as 
Prime Minister marks a new phase in the 
development of Zionist influence in British 
politics, for not only is Thatcher herself a 
committed Zionist but the Conservative 
Party as a whole has been becoming more 
and more pro-Zionist in character over 
recent years. 

A pre-election article in the Jewish 
Chronicle (April 27th) discussed this change 
in the Conservative Party, pointing out the 
significance of “the shift of opinion in the 
Conservative: Party about the role of Israel 
and the relationship with the Arab States, 
and the advent to the party leadership of 
Mrs. Margaret Thatcher.” Today the 
importance of these events has been 
confirmed, and “among Conservatives both 
in and out of Parliament, a most remarkable 
change has taken place. The Labour parlia- 
mentarians were overwhelmingly pro-Israel, 
but their numbers in the Labour Friends of 
Israel were exceeded by the time Parliament 
was dissolved by the Conservative Friends of 
Israel” (My life, don’t we all just love Israel!). 

It is probable that the increase in the 
Conservative representation at Westminster 
following the general election has led to 
more Zionist inroads in the party. On top of 
that, reports the Chronicle, “No Conser- 
vative leader since the days of Winston 
Churchill has been so personally committed 
to the ideal of the State of Israel as Mrs. 
Thatcher.” Thatcher was of course a leading 
figure in the newly-founded Conservative 
Friends of Israel and for many years 
President of the Finchley Anglo-Israel 
Friendship League. 

In February, Thatcher took on as her 
private secretary-cum-adviser none other 
than David Wolfson of the Wolfson family, 
owners of the chainstore group Great 
Universal Stores. Wolfson also became 
secretary to the Shadow Cabinet and is now, 
with the Conservative victory, chief of staff 
to the Prime Minister. Previously involved in 
Conservative fund-raising efforts, Wolfson 
had stepped down as a director of GUS and 
sold off some of his £4.5 million share- 
holding, following arguments with other 
GUS directors, including Sir Leonard 
Wolfson (his cousin) and Sir Isaac Wolfson 
(his uncle, chairman of GUS, and possibly 
the biggest “British” contributor to Zionist 
causes). 

Conservative Friends of Israel is itself a 
fascinating organisation, clearly demon- 
strating the nexus that exists between 
political parties, Zionist circles, and big 
business. Key figures in CFI, which operates 
both inside and outside Parliament, include 
the Duke of Devonshire and Hugh Fraser, 
MP (both directors of various companies in 
the Sun Alliance insurance group). Another 
is Geoffrey Finsberg, MP, a director of Great 
Universal Stores and vice-president of the 
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Hampstead Council of Christians and Jews 
and of the Camden Committee for Com- 
munity Relations. Also involved closely in 
CFI are Tim Sainsbury, MP of the Sainsbury’s 
chain-store family. He is a director of various 
companies, including Kings Reach Invest- 
ments, the main shareholders in which are 
Sainsbury’s itself and Reed International, 
the paper-milling and publishing con- 
glomerate which owns the pro-Labour Party 
rag the Daily Mirror and commercial radio 
stations from Cornwall to Aberdeen. 
Director of CFI, and effective head, is 
former Tory MP Michael Fidler, former 
Mayor of Prestwich and an influential figure 
on various committees set up by the Board 
of Deputies of British Jews and the World 


Jewish Congress. In the last Parliament over | 


120 Tory MPs were members of CFI. 
Looking back to 1975, when CFI had 
just been formed and its Zionist promoters 


Mrs. Thatcher at a recent Zionist function 


were on the search for funds, we find even 


more unsavoury characters lurking about in 
the morass of corruption and amoral 
wielding of influence which lies beneath the 
respectable face of Establishment politics. 

Head of the fund-raising effort for CFI 
was Michael Sacher, vice-chairman of Marks 
& Spencers. In January 1975 he wrote to 
various well-known Zionist contributors, 
asking them to finance CFI via a special fund 
set up for the purpose, namely the Balfour 
Fund. Trustees of the fund were Sacher 
himself, along with Fidler, Sainsbury, and 
Cyril Stein, chairman of Ladbrokes, the 
betting group. One of those whom Sacher 
wrote to was none other than Sir Eric Miller, 
head of the Peachey Property group, who 
committed suicide (on Yom Kippur, the Day 
of Atonement) rather than face up to the 
consequences of Fraud Squad probes into 
his corrupt activities. 

Miller was a key Zionist contributor as 
well as being very close to influential 
political circles. A personal friend of Sir 
Harold Wilson and treasurer of the Socialist 
International, Miller’s largesse extended to 
Israel Independence Day celebrations, 
Labour Friends of Israel, a Zionist trade 
union group and various dubious matters 
involving Lady Falkender and Reginald 
Maudling. The fact that Sacher thought 


Miller, a committed Labour Party supporter, 
to be a possible touch for a Conservative 
Zionist group shows that “Loyalty to Israel 
was considered by the fund-raisers as more 
powerful than loyalty to a political party 

the Sacher letter demonstrates the 
extent and pull of the movement for Zionist 
fundraising” (Private Eye, February 16th). 
The Kidwell/Samwell report on Miller’s 
affairs did not go into detail over Miller’s 
Zionist activities, but commented that “Sir 
Eric Miller was a practising Jew, proud of 
the fact; attracted to the State of Israel, 
finding friends among the leaders of the 
Jewish community in this country and in 
that State.” 

Miller’s friend Lady Falkender was a 
key Zionist “mole” inside Labour Govern- 
ments, particularly in Wilson’s last adminis- 
tration (1974-6), when Falkender actively 
pushed for pro-Zionist foreign policies. She 
became so important in Middle East 
questions, acting as an unofficial contact 
between Wilson and Israeli Prime Minister 
Yitzhak Rabin, that Foreign Secretary James 
Callaghan made an official complaint that 
important matters between Israel and Britain 
were being conducted through her rather 
than through the Foreign Office. 

We may never know the full, sinister 
extent of Zionist influence in the Labour 
and Conservative parties. But what about the 
Liberals? 

The Jewish Chronicle article referred to 
earlier states that “The Liberal Party has 
traditionally had a warm attachment to 
Zionism and the State of Israel. Moreover, 
many Jews have found the Liberal philosophy 
particularly attractive and have been notable 
in the leadership as well as in the rank and 
file.’ This is perhaps a coy reference to 
Zionist fanatic Martin Savitt, chief 
functionary of the Board of Deputies’ 
‘Defence Committee’, who stood in the 
General Election as Liberal candidate for 
Hendon South, which includes the Levantine 
resort of Golders Green. Jeremy Thorpe was 
a committed Zionist and founder member of 
the Liberal Friends of Israel. The anti- 
Zionist stance of Christopher Mayhew 
(which has led to the usual hysterics about 
“anti-semitism” and comparisons of his 
book Publish It Not with The Protocols of 
the Learned Elders of Zion) may be 
principled enough but his influence in the 
Liberal Party is minimal. And David Steel 
himself is described as being “careful not 
to cause any offence” to Zionists! 

Finally, of course, the Liberal Party’s 
stance on a certain subject of great interest 
to Zionists is expressed in these glowing 
terms: “The Liberals are anxious that there 
should be greater understanding of the 
immigrants already in the country and that 
everything should be done to make them 
feel full and fruitful citizens of Britain.” 


® TRUTH ABOUT OZ 


The inevitable has happened, with an 
all-Black film version of the children’s 
favourite, The Wizard of Oz costing 20 
million dollars. This corruption of the Judy 
Garland classic is all the more ironic in view 
of the little-known fact that the original 
story, The Wonderful Wizard of Oz written 
by Lyman Frank Baum in 1900, was com- 
posed as a rightist political allegory. 

Baum was a supporter of the Populist 
Party in America during the 1890’s. This was 
an alliance of mid-Western farmers and some 
urban workers which challenged the banks 
and other financial interests who were 
squeezing the farmers through continued 
indebtedness. In particular they wanted an 
honest monetary system based on a silver 
coinage. In 1894 The Populist Party won 
almost 40 per cent of the vote and looked 
like winning the presidency and the silver 
standard. But Populist power declined when 
their presidential candidate William Jennings 
Bryan lost to Republican William McKinley 
by 95 votes in 1896. 

This political defeat prompted Baum to 
write Oz. He mourned the destruction of the 
fragile alliance between the Midwestern 
farmers (the Scarecrow) and the urban 
industrial workers (the tin man). Along with 
Bryan (the Cowardly Lion with a roar but 
little else), they had been taken down the 
yellow brick road (the gold standard) that 
led nowhere. Each journeyed to Emerald 
City seeking favours from the Wizard of Oz 
(the President), who is powerful only as long 
as he succeeds in deceiving people and 
appearing in different forms to different 
people. Oz is the abbreviation for ounce, 
the standard measure for gold. 

Perhaps the most interesting allegorical 
figure is the Wicked Witch of the East who, 
Baum tells us, kept the little Munchkin 
people in economic bondage for years, 
making them slave for her day and night. 
She had also put a spell on the Tin Woods- 
man, once an independent and hardworking 
man, so that each time he swung his axe it 
chopped off a different part of his body. 

Was Lyman Frank Baum trying to tell 
us something? 


@ UNDERWRITING COUNTRIES 


28,000,000,000 dollars worth of invest- 
ments were handled by the international 
bank of Goldman, Sachs & Co. in 1978. For 
those who doubt the huge power of inter- 
national finance, it is worth noting that 
these investments included loans totalling 
400 million dollars to the Norwegian 
Government, plus a further 75 million for 
the Norwegian National Bank guaranteed by 
the Government; 2 loans totalling 200 million 
dollars for Finland; 125 million dollars for 
the Canadian province of Saskatchewan; 
50 million dollars for something sinister 
called the ‘Caisse Centrale de Cooperation 
Economique’; and 45 million dollars for the 
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French national railways, the SNCF. And 
that’s just one bank, in one year. 


@¢ WORLD ORDER 


There are moves afoot to set up a 
“World Press Council” which will ‘license’ 
journalists. The project, organised by 
UNESCO, would be under the chairmanship 
of Sean McBride, winner of the Lenin Peace 
Prize and recently chairman of the Brussels 
“International Commission of Inquiry into 
Racist Crimes in Southern Africa,’ which 
declared its intention to ‘try’ Southern 
African ‘war criminals’ at a new Nuremberg- 
style trial. The “World Press Council” would 
also censor what is written about Afro- 
Asian countries. Not surprisingly, UNESCO 
addicts are eager to get the project off the 
ground before 1984! 


® MENTAL HEALTH 


“After our 4th meeting, we received 
some help from a London sister who had run 
groups such as ours and suggested we used a 
technique which runs like this: 

One person works at a time, with the 
attention of a minimum of 3 other people. 
At first, she is asked to think of a time when 
she felt oppressed heself (either as a woman, 
as a lesbian, as a child, or whatever). She has 
to try to really feel what it was like and 
express her anger, frustration, sorrow etc... . 
This stage is to help us really feel what it’s 
like to be oppressed. 

The second stage, the person ‘working’ 
is asked to think or fantasise about a time 
when she felt the pain of racism. For 
instance, what it would be like to stand by 
and hear a white person insult a black person 
in a racist way, feeling horrified but helpless. 
Again she explores those emotions to their 
full until she screams, cries . .. whatever she 
needs to do to release them... 

As a first step, we recognised and began 
to understand our racism.” 

From ‘Eight White Women Uncover 
their own Racism’ in 
Peace News magazine 


e DEFENCE NOTES 


After the current programme of 
‘economies’ in the Australian Air Force is 
over, there will be less than 20 fighter air- 
craft to defend the whole of the Australian 


continent at any one time. Australia’s armed 
forces are even more puny than ours, with 
only 68,000 men. Similarly, when Canada 
replaces its old aircraft, there will be just 36 
fighter aircraft to defend the whole of 
Canada. At present, there is a maximum of 
74 fighters to defend Britain at any one time. 
The Soviet Union is producing 1,000 super- 
sonic fighters every year. 


¢ COLOUR BAR 


Despite the efforts of the Race Relations 
Industry, it would be legally impossible for 


‘Prince Charles to marry a Black. Our 


forebears had the wisdom to ensure the 
colour of a King’s bride as well as her 
religion. By an Act of 1689, the wife of the 
Heir to the Throne must be a “white Anglo- 
Saxon Protestant”. 


¢ BOYS FROM BRAZIL 


According to Israeli ‘Nazi-hunter’ Tuvia 
Friedman at a press conference in Toronto, 
Canada, major Nazi war criminals still free in 
South America have developed a “terrible 
weapon” and are waiting to return to 
Germany with it in January 1980 when the 
Statute of Limitations expires! Incredibly, 
the paranoid ravings of this lunatic were 
actually given serious press attention in 
Canada earlier this year, with demands that 
prosecutions of former German officers con- 
tinue indefinitely in order to avoid another 
Holocaust! 


e DEGENERATE OF THE MONTH 


This ravishing beauty is the leading 
“women’s rights” campaignperson of the 
Socialist Workers’ Party. Her name? Sybil 
Cock. 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


HOW THE ELECTION WAS DECIDED... 


THE MEDIA IS THE 
NUMBER 1 ENEMY 


THE NATIONAL FRONT leadership in its 
approach to the General Election of 1979 
was always absolutely frank, both to NF 
members and to the public, as to the limits 
of what the party could achieve. There never 
was the slightest possibility of our winning 
any seats. There was some possibility, but no 
more than a possibility, of three or four 
deposits being retrieved. 

The main objects of the campaign always 
were to use the election as a platform from 
which to reach more British people than the 
party had ever reached before, and to demon- 
strate the party’s organisational capacity to 
fight over 300 seats. From the standpoint of 
these objects the campaign was an out- 
standing success. The highly ambitious target 
of 300 seats was achieved, and the party did 
get its message over to a great number of 
people — as is evidenced by the 10,000 
enquiries about the National Front that 
poured into our office in the weeks following. 

Nevertheless, it cannot be denied that 
the votes obtained were no cause for 
rejoicing. Over the whole country the average 
NF vote was less than half that achieved in 
October 1974. In the debate that has 
followed the election, discussion has centred 
around various causes of these results. One is 
the number of votes lost in the swing to the 
Tories and the ability of the latter party to 
attract many electors sympathetic to the NF. 
Another is the effect of the anti-NF propa- 
ganda campaigns by the mass media and the 
Anti-Nazi League and other groups. 

There can be no question whatever that 
the first of these factors had by far the 
greatest effect. In 1974 many voters of right- 
wing disposition supported the NF _ in 
preference to a Tory Party which, under 
Edward Heath, was outwardly as well as 
inwardly liberal and soft in its approach to 
vital issues of Immigration, Law and Order 
and the Common Market. Disillusionment 
with the Heath Government was not accom- 
panied by any special rush to vote Labour as 
an alternative. More people were prepared to 
give minority parties a try — as was evidenced 
by the dramatic rise of the Nationalists in 
Wales and Scotland. 

In May 1979 the situation was entirely 
different. The appalling record of the Labour 
Government in office, and the mounting 
evidence of an extreme left-wing take-over 
of the Labour Party, pushed these same 
voters into a stampede to get Labour out by 
voting for the only party that could accom- 
plish that aim. In addition, the Tories under 
Mrs. Thatcher had managed, with obliging 
help from the overwhelmingly Tory press, to 


Page ten 


project a hard-line right-wing image which. 


under Heath it had completely lacked. Glossy 
packages had been prepared which promised 
positive action on Immigration, Trade Unions 
and Law and Order. 

That this right-wing posture is utterly 
bogus, and that no real action will be forth- 
coming on the issues on which it concentrated, 
will become clear in time. It was not clear to 
millions of electors in May of this year. 

The opinion polls also had an effect. 
Not long before the election these polls were 
announcing a 20 per cent Tory lead over 
Labour. In that event many electors could 
have safely voted NF knowing that the 
demise of the Labour Government looked 
certain. But immediately before Election 
Day the polls announced a drastic cut in this 
lead, while one survey announced Labour to 
be slightly ahead. In this new situation many 
anti-Labour voters panicked and put their 
crosses beside their Tory candidates. I am 
reasonably certain that these reported 
changes in public opinion were about as 
genuine as Mrs. Thatcher’s ‘right-wing’ 
policies, and were intended to hasten the 
stampede to the Tories. Indeed there is a 
strong argument in favour of outlawing such 
polls at election time, as they very obviously 
affect voting patterns at least as much as if 
not more than, they reflect them. 


“ENSURING CALLAGHAN’S DISMISSAL” 


That great numbers of votes were lost to 
the Tories in this climate was also clear from 
the experiences of so many of our candidates 
and activists in their campaigns. All of them 
reported numerous instances of electors who 
approved of NF policies and wished us luck 
but said that they were going to vote Tory 
this time so as to ensure Callaghan’s dismissal. 
Many of them stated that they may well 
vote NF next time if the Tories did not 
deliver the goods. 

The effect of the various smear cam- 
paigns is much harder to assess. On the one 
hand, in the 18 months preceding the 
election, the National Front was the object 
of a campaign of vilification quite un- 
parallelled in its viciousness in the history of 
British politics. On the other hand, the 
promised campaign of the ‘Anti-Nazi League’ 
during the election was a total failure, 
especially the mass leafletting campaign 
which failed to materialise at all. Certainly 
our activists found evidence in their consti- 
tuences of people who had been affected by 
such propaganda and thought the NF were 
‘Nazis’ — though how many of these people 


would have otherwise voted NF is an 
unknown quantity. 

Attributing lost NF votes to smear 
propaganda requires the establishment of 
certain patterns of voters’ behaviour. One is 
that minority parties which appeal to the 
public on similar issues but which are not 
the object of smears of ‘Nazism’ etc., should 
score substantially better in elections than 
the NF. In this way it would be possible to 
assess what is the optimum potential vote 
for a minority party at this time campaigning 
on a patriotic, nationalistic and broadly 
rightist platform and how far short of that 
optimum the NF drops by reason of the 
allegedly ‘Nazi’ image given to it by smear 
propaganda. 

In the 1979 General Election such ‘un- 
smeared’ minority parties appeared here and 
there and their results were mostly derisory. 
In places where they stood against the NF 
the latter usually annihilated them. 

For instance, in Bristol West a candidate 
for the United Democratic Party stood. 
Some time ago a representative of this party 
wrote to the NF Chairman and suggested 
that the UDP had a greater chance of winning 
public support because it was not tainted 
with the NF’s ‘Nazi’ or ‘extremist’ image. In 
the event, the NF candidate polled 246 votes 
and the UDP candidate 93! 

In 3 constituencies the NF was opposed 
by English Nationalist candidates, all free of 
‘Nazi’ labels. The results were:— in Derby 
North: NF 592, English Nationalist 116; in 
North. Devon: NF 237, English Nationalist 
142; in Richmond (Surrey): NF 244, English 
Nationalist 34! In Brentford & Isleworth the 
NF candidate was opposed by an Anti- 
Common Market candidate of broadly right- 
wing tendencies and respectable credentials. 
This candidate won 257 votes as against the 
NF candidate’s 738. 

The New Britain Party stood in two 
seats: Bournemouth East, where it obtained 
581 votes (1.4 per cent of the poll) and 
Islington South & Finsbury, where it won 
136 votes (0.5 per cent of the poll). In the 
latter constituency it was opposed by an NF 
candidate, who won 824 votes (3.5 per cent 
of the poll). 

Then there was the United Country 
Party, which obtained some publicity on its 
foundation a short time ago by the asso- 
ciation with it of a prominent TV personality, 
Patrick Moore. This party stood in 
Chichester, where it obtained 863 votes (1.5 
per cent) and in Farnham, where it scored 
170 votes (0.3 per cent). 


SMEAR CAMPAIGNS 


These results give a realistic picture of 
what might have been achieved by the NF 
had it campaigned on its customary 
nationalistic policies but without the accom- 
paniment of the smears of its opponents. 

In Hackney South & Shoreditch, where 
John Tyndall stood, the smear campaign was 
more intensive than anywhere, with smear 
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leaflets being posted through every letter 
box of every dwelling in the constituency. 
Yet Mr. Tyndall, in obtaining 1,958 votes 
(7.6 per cent) scored better than any other 
NF candidate in the election. 

A similar smear campaign of great 
intensity was conducted against Martin 
Webster in Bethnal Green & Bow, again on a 
particularly personal note. Yet he polled 
1,740 votes, which at 6.1 per cent was the 
third best among all NF candidates. 

Both these constituencies are of course 
areas where the NF expects to do better 
than in most others, so that a straight com- 
parison between these and other constitu- 
encies is not possible. What is perhaps a 
better indicator of the potency or otherwise 
of the smear factor is the relative drop in the 
NF votes in the two constituencies as com- 
pared with the drop around the country. 
John Tyndall’s vote in Hackney South & 
Shoreditch dropped from 9.4 per cent in 
1974 (when another NF candidate was 
standing) to 7.6 per cent in 1979. Martin 
Webster’s vote in Bethnal Green & Bow 
dropped from 7.6 per cent in 1974 (also 
given to another candidate) to 6.1 per cent 
in 1979. These reductions in the NF share of 
the poll are considerably less than the 
reductions recorded in other parts of the 
country and well below the national average. 

Almost certainly, the biggest factor of 
all in keeping the NF vote in all elections 
well below what it should be on the basis of 
public consensus on the issues in elections is 
the feeling held by a large part of the 
electorate that smaller parties are hardly 
relevant to the outcome of those elections. 


OVERCOMING ‘SMALL PARTY’ IMAGE 


The decision by the National Directorate 
three years ago to strive to fight the largest 
possible campaign over the largest possible 
area was aimed at overcoming the ‘small 
party’ image that has so severely restricted 
the NF vote potential in the past. Like 
Churchill’s first thousand-bomber raid in 
World War II, it was conceived as a psycho- 
logical move for the purpose of a display of 
considerable strength. 

Very necessary to this campaign was the 
preparedness of the mass media to give it 
coverage in some just and reasonable propor- 
tion to its size. In all the past discussions we 
have had with the media concerning their 
coverage of NF campaigns, size and impact 
has been their stated criteria. Taking them at 
their word, we resolved that in size and 
impact our 1979 campaign would far surpass 
any operation ever before mounted by the 
NF or any other British nationalist move- 
ment of the 20th century. We calculated 
that with such a campaign the broadcasting 
authorities would be under the compulsion 
to allocate a considerably greater amount of 
air time, possibly in election broadcasts and 
almost certainly in the general coverage of 
our campaign, including reports, interviews, 
‘phone-ins’ and analysis of policies. 


In this calculation we were not blind to 
the fact, demonstrated often enough before, 
that the media were controlled by forces 
favourable to the parties of the establish- 
ment and especially biased against the NF. 
We reasoned, notwithstanding this, that a 
campaign of the magnitude of ours in 1979 
would represent too big a phenomenon for 
the media to hide — without in the process 
laying themselves open to considerable self- 
exposure for their bias and censorship. We 
considered that the BBC in particular, as a 
public body, would feel constrained to 
adhere at least to some extent to its oft- 
stated principles of fairness and balance, if 
only for the sake of its own interest. 

As it turned out, even we under- 
estimated the totality of media bias and 
control. In fact the total coverage of the NF 
campaign in 301 seats was less, all things 
considered, than in October 1974, when we 
fought 90 seats, and February 1974, when 
we fought 54 seats. In party broadcasts we 
were given identical time, while in general 
reporting, interviews and debates we received 
even less coverage. This tendency reached 
the stage of farce when we were granted 
radio interviews by American and Canadian 
networks which exceeded in length and 
scope anything granted by the national 
broadcasting services in Britain! 


SPEECHES NOT REPORTED 


The NF held a number of rallies during 
the campaign which were definitely news- 
worthy events if only by virtue of the 
violent attempts made by opponents to stop 
them. Yet while the media were eager to 
cover the rioting they consistently refused to 
cover the content of the speeches made from 
the platforms at those meetings. Not one 
word of these speeches ever reached the 
public. At the same time the BBC Hustings 
programme in late evening was prepared to 
broadcast a long excerpt of a speech by the 
leader of the Welsh Nationalists — not just 
throughout Wales but over the whole of the 
United Kingdom! 

In other words, what lost the NF far 
more votes was what the media didn’t say. 
It was the blackout, more than the lies, that 
hit hardest. The British public were rendered 
almost completely unaware that a new party 
was fighting a campaign, not on a tiny scale 
of isolated seats here and there, but over 
nearly half the constituencies in Britain, and 
that this new party had policies to deal, not 
only with the problem of immigration, but 
with every aspect of Britain’s affairs, 
political, economic and social. 

In its own summary of the NF election 
performance the left-wing New Statesman 
acknowledged that on the issues of Capital 
Punishment, Trade Unions, The Common 
Market, Import Controls and Immigration 
the NF reflected the views of very large 
portions of the electorate. It is equally true 
that on these issues only the NF among the 
parties was prepared to adopt the sort of 


policies that this portion of the electorate 
wanted to see adopted. 

In any normal circumstances this would 
have led to the NF policies on such issues 
being given considerable prominence by the 
media and being subjected to considerable 
analysis. That such policies were not even 
allowed to be examined is a measure of 
media censorship and suppression. 

Equally, when in a British election a 
party has every one of its major campaign 
meetings made the target of attacks of 
violence intended clearly to stop the meetings 
taking place, there is surely a question of 


‘major public interest, namely: What is it that 


the violent mobs are attacking? What are the 
policies that they are trying to prevent being 
heard? Who are the personalities they are 
trying to prevent speaking? Something quite 
extraordinary in Britain has happened when 
the public are denied the opportunity of 
hearing the answers to these questions. 

The violence at Southall in particular 
occupied the front-page headlines of almost 
every national newspaper the next day. It 
called forth comment from the leaders of all 
the three main parties. By any standards 
therefore the party that was the target of the 
violence was ‘news’. Yet not one represen- 
tative of that party was invited by the broad- 
casting services in the days that followed to 
give the party’s own interpretation of the 
events, nor was there the slightest effort at 
any serious analysis of what it was in the 
party’s programme that was being attacked 
— attacked physically by the extreme left- 
wing mobs and attacked verbally by all the 
other party chiefs. 


OVERWHELMING LESSON 


What therefore is the overwhelming 
lesson that we have to learn from the General 
Election of 1979? It is quite obvious. The 
mass media today constitute beyond any 
doubt the number-one power in British 
politics. They create the climate of opinion 
in which elections are fought. They draw up 
the boundary lines within which inter-party 
debate is allowed. They determine the issues 
that will be given prominence and the issues 
that will be suppressed. They have the power 
to cast a halo around the head of one 
political leader and crucify another. They 
can decide at their discretion to make an 
election a two-horse race and thus dismiss 
to the sidelines any horse other than the two 
favourites. They can decide what is truth 
and what is falsehood. 

Discussion within the NF as to how the 
party’s electoral image can be improved — or 
if it can be improved at all — is almost 
wholly irrelevant so long as the sort of image 
of us projected to the public is the one 
chosen by the media and not by ourselves, 
and so long as our own power and influence 
within the media is absolutely nil. 

Clearly a new dimension has been given 
to our strategy and tactics as a party by the 

Contd. overleaf 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Our power-winning machine : who will build 
it and what fuel will it use? 


IN THE February issue I urged that the 
National Front had a desperate need to 
institute a sustained programme of ideo- 
logical development and membership 
education if it is to have a hope of being 
able to take advantage of the opportunities 
that Britain’s accelerating economic and 
racial crises will be presenting over the next 
two decades. 

I asserted, furthermore, that the 
ideology we evolve must make it clear that 
we are not a kind of auxiliary fire service 
whose historical role is to douse the flames 
when the house of the Establishment starts 
to burn down, but a team of builders who 
have a clear vision of how to construct an 
entirely new era for Britain on the rubble 
of the old order. 

I am grateful to John Tyndall for 
according my article a critical review in the 
May/June issue. Debate on these matters 
was just the kind of development that my 
Original article recommended — and it 
cannot be denied that a period immediately 
after a General Election in which the NF 
vote dropped by half is an appropriate time 
to discuss how we might improve ourselves. 


THE MEDIA IS THE 


NUMBER 1 ENEMY 
Contd. from page 17 


final dawning of the truth that the mass 
media is not just an enemy but the main 
enemy, both of the National Front itself and 
everything in Britain that it fights for. 

Every consideration of our future aims 
and development as a party must proceed 
from this central and overriding fact. 

Media control by our enemies and the 
enemies of Britain has not come about by 
accident. It is the product of an extremely 
well thought out strategy and plan that took 
shape several decades ago and which has 
been pursued relentlessly since. It has com- 
bined the elements of business monopoly, 
infiltration of media professions, advertising 
and other pressures, industrial muscle and — 
to give credit — sound business enterprise. It 
has also required a form of political thinking 
that is concentrated on long term perspec- 
tives and is not unduly occupied by 
momentary electoral ups and downs. 

If our movement is to have a realistic 
chance of ultimate success, we must incor- 
porate into our strategy for development as 
a political party a twin strategy for the 
building of a counterforce to the mass media. 
How in detail that may be done is the 
subject for much debate that must and will 
take place in nationalist circles in the future. 
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John Tyndall argued that talk of ideo- 
logical development was a distraction from 
the prime task of “building a machine for 
winning power.” While he was right to assert 
that the paramount function of any serious 
political party must be to pursue power, and 
right again to proclaim that the NF must be 
organised as a power-winning machine, 
his suggestions either that ideological 
development and the need to build the 
power-winning machine are mutually 
exclusive tasks, or that ideological develop- 
ment is a low priority item on our list of 
party-building requirements, are profoundly 
mistaken. 


ESTABLISHMENT SELL-OUT? 


I hold that without urgent and sustained 
attention to ideological development — that 
is, defining what it is we wish to construct if, 
as and when we have the power — then our 
capacity to build the power-winning 
machine will be non-existent .. . unless, of 
course, the quest for ‘“‘power” becomes such 
an end in itself that we sell out to the Estab- 
lishment (assuming that we possess anything 
that the Establishment wishes to buy!). 

If we sold out to the Establishment and 
by that means obtained the money to buy 
local offices all over the country and the 
money to employ legions of trained 
organisers to operate from them; the money 
to buy ourselves the services of ‘public 
relations’ consultants to assist us in “pro- 
jecting a more positive image”; the money 
to exert the necessary influence to ensure 
that the mass media accorded us continual 
fair publicity; the money to ensure that the 
productions of our presses were readily 
available to the public from bookstalls; the 
money to buy lawyers to attract the speedy 
and sympathetic attention of High Court 
Judges when our legal rights were infringed 

. . then we would be able to build a 
power-winning machine without the need 
to develop an ideology. 

But such a machine could not be used, 
once built, for achieving any purpose not 
approved of by the Establishment. Estab- 
lishment money hired the outside contractors 
who built it, and an endless stream of 
Establishment money would be needed to 
attract the careerists necessary to operate it. 

The classic example of the way in which 
Establishment non-ideological —§ power- 
winning machines operate was seen in the 
recent General Election when the Conser- 
vative Party hired the ‘public relations’ firm 
of Saatchi and Saatchi Ltd. to manage their 
propaganda campaign. The chief poster 
designer used by Saatchi on the Tory cam- 


paign is a Leftist who a decade ago designed 
technically brilliant posters for the Anti- 
Apartheid Movement! 

What if, in a bolt from the blue, the 
Conservative Party were to seriously pursue 
enough National Front policies to cause the 
Establishment to turn on them — to cut off 
their vast funding from major corporations 
and to set on them the baying dogs of Fleet 
Street? Could the Tories then rely on Saatchi 
to carry on handling the Tory account? No 
way! (as the awful saying goes!) 

Mrs. Thatcher would get a letter from 
one of the Messrs. Saatchi to the effect: 

“.. . because you have not paid your 
last bill, and because we doubt if we could 
persuade all of our staff to continue to act 
positively and creatively on your behalf, and 
because our association with you is starting 
to give us a bad image, we are going to have 
to terminate our relationship. . .”’ 

In addition to this, as the money 
problem got tougher the members of staff at 
Central Office would either have to be cut 
down, and/or existing staff would have to 
take a wage cut. The number of paid Agents 
in the constituencies would have to be cut 
back, or the chaps would have to take a 
wage cut. What with that kind of develop- 
ment and nasty things being said about the 
party and its leaders in the papers and on 
TV, the Tory Party would be less and less of 
a career prospect for careerists. 

If the Tory Party wished to survive in 
the state of siege that would exist if the 
Establishment withdrew its patronage from 
it and actively mobilised against it, then it 
could only do so if it were able to call upon 
the services of a fairly substantial number of 
highly-motivated and loyal men and women 
who were prepared to keep the party’s 
power-winning machine functioning — if 
necessary for little or no payment; if 
necessary at great personal cost both 
financially and socially. 

The Conservative Party is not in that 
state of siege. Its power-winning machine 
is operated very smoothly by well-paid 
Establishment careerists who know that as 
long as they never drive their machine up 
any ideological avenues the Establishment 
will never let them run out of financial fuel. 

But the National Front is in just sucha 
state of siege — only we have the problem 
not of wondering how we keep a power- 
winning machine functioning now that we 
have lost Establishment patronage, but how 
to build such a machine, and then operate it, 
not only without any Establishment 
patronage, but in the face of bitter opposition 
coming from a sinister alliance of the Estab- 
lishment and the ‘‘revolutionary” Left. 


Now a power-winning machine big 
enough, complex’ enough and powerful 
enough to be able to compete with the 
power-machines of the Establishment parties 
cannot be built up beyond the pale of Estab- 
lishment patronage quickly. Such a structure 
is, in the first instance, built up through 
collecting together key people — first in 
their dozens, then in their hundreds, then in 
their thousands — assessing and developing 
their particular talents, and integrating them 
into an organisational infrastructure. 

Out of this infrastructure of people 
grow not just your branch organisers, 
regional organisers and candidates, but your 
fund-raisers, business managers, printers, 
journalists, public relations officers, transport 
managers, graphic designers, bookshop 
managers, newspaper distribution organisers, 
film makers, and the vast range of other 
functionaries that will be needed to keep a 
serious power-machine driving hard along 
the road to power. 

Now our party is going to need the 
services of more and more such functionaries 
as I have mentioned at a far greater rate than 
the party is going to be able to employ them 
as paid staff. Of those that it will be able to 
employ, as time goes on, they will not be 
able to obtain the level of income that their 
profession or skill might bring them working 
elsewhere. 

Consequently, to a large extent our 
human infrastructure will be built on 
commitment, on dedication, on idealism, on 
goodwill. This commitment, furthermore, 
will have to be of an extreme kind — not 
only because of the lack of financial induce- 
ment, and not only because for many years 
ahead all those who become identified with 
us will become a target for abuse, harass- 
ment, victimisation and violence, but also 
because we will not be able to predict for 
some years ahead when we are likely to be in 
striking distance of power. Thus we must 
demand of our key people a willingness to 
devote the whole of their lives to a cause 
whose victory we cannot guarantee will 
occur in their lifetime. 


POWER’S PURPOSE 


I do not believe that we could recruit 
to our standard the calibre of people we 
need in our ‘key people’ infrastructure 
merely by expostulations of our (i.e. the top 
leadership’s) will-to-power. At first (or even 
second) hearing or reading such will-to- 
power histrionics can be very stirring . . . but 
we do not, unfortunately, conduct most of 
our lives in the contrived atmosphere of 
such perorations. So eventually intelligent 
people (and it is about intelligent people 
that we are talking) will ask themselves: 
“Power — yes. But power for what 
purpose ?”’ 

There do exist those who will happily 
devote the whole of their lives, sometimes at 
great personal sacrifice, to serving the 


personal power drive of an individual or an 
oligarchy of individuals. I have met political 
hero-worshippers from time to time (they 
abound in the remnant of Mosleyite circles) 
and they are, for the most part, political 
third-raters with weak personalities. 

Thus I believe that if we are to build an 
infrastructure of ‘key people’ of the right 
calibre they must be ideologically motivated. 
They must be provided with a vision of the 
kind of Britain their party, their movement, 
is wishing to build and which provides the 
reason for the drive to power. To be credible 
as something to sacrifice one’s life over, that 
vision must not only be clear but also 
distinctly different from other political 


visions, and not a pragmatic, opportunistic _ 


mish-mash of the nostrums offered by Estab- 
lishment parties. 


ESTABLISHMENT CAREERISTS 


Mere appeals to power-instinct divorced 
from ideology will not bring to us the kind 
of people we need — for people who want to 
go into politics simply out of a power 
motive will naturally be drawn to Establish- 
ment parties where they are more likely to 
realise their apolitical or pragmatic ambitions. 

In case any should doubt that the 
power-winning machine which our party 
needs can only be built by large numbers of 
local, regional and national ‘key people’ who 
are organised into aleadership/administrative 
infrastructure and who are motivated to 
devote the whole of their lives to the service 
of a definite cause which they believe our 
party is defining and articulating with ever 
greater clarity, then let us examine some of 
the present-day facts about the NF. 

I was not the only person to lament the 
unruly and scummy conduct of some people 
on the last NF Remembrance Day parade. 
Why did so many people behave in such a 
manner as to earn rebuke? Because there 
were not enough party officials of calibre 
present able by example and by force of 
personality to exert the necessary discipline. 

The low standards manifest on that day 
have been duplicated in all manner of other 
pasty operations not just in recent months, 
but in the last two or more years .. . and I 
do not just refer to activities such as marches 
and demos. 

The reason for this is that the state of 
siege that the party has been living in during 
the past two years or so has had the effect of 
driving out of positions of responsibility the 
predominantly middle-aged and middle class 
people who comprised what one might call 
the first generation of the NF’s middle 
management. 

These people by virtue of education, 
training, experience and current occupation 
were well-equipped to be Branch Organisers, 
Branch Treasurers, Regional Agents and the 
like. But they had come into our rough and 
tumble mode of politics psychologically 
unprepared for the tensions, strains and 
pressure. So they cut and ran — if not out of 
the party, then at least out of the firing line. 


In many cases they have not been 
replaced by competent people (though by 
brave and loyal people). Consequently we 
see a deterioration of standards reflected in 
everything from turnout and discipline on 
national demonstrations to slow payment of 
Branch debts for supplies and badly organised 
or lapsed local activities. 


NEW LEADERS NEEDED 


This position can, of course, be reversed. 
But the key to the reversal clearly lies in 
providing our party with a new generation of 
competent local and regional officials and 
other functionaries .. . the ‘key people’ who 
I discussed earlier who form the basis for the 
construction of the power-winning machine 
that John Tyndall wrote about. 

Now these ‘key people’ must in the 
main be recruited from among the youth 
that is flooding into our party at this time 
. . .not only because young people constitute 
the majority of the human material coming 
our way, and because we can readily educate 
young people in our policies and train them 
in operational work, but also because we can 
psychologically condition them to cope with 
the kind of stress and pressures which their 
forerunners were unprepared and unable to 
cope with. 

If we are to attract the brightest 
youngsters from the present influx of youth 
to devote their lives to the service of the 
party then we must provide them with the 
necessary motivation. The kind of motivation 
they will require will not come from the 
kind of stimuli that is sufficient to keep the 
less sophisticated rank-and-file happy . . . 
and it will not come from impassioned talk 
about “power”’. 

The kind of motivation that is required 
by the kind of people we need to build our 
“power machine” will stem from our ability 
to convince these young people that our 
movement is formulating values which can 
provide a rational and, in the broadest sense, 
moral basis for the reconstruction of British 
society. 

Young people not only have the 
capacity to be idealistic — they have need to 
be idealistic. But this idealism, among the 
more intelligent, is not simply a gush of 
emotion. It requires an intelligent rationale. 
It requires a vision that can be examined and 
studied and developed. In short, it requires 
a principled ideology. 

We already have elements of this, of 
course — comprehensively in the area of the 
impact of racial realities on human society, 
and partially in the area of economics. But 
there are vast areas where we have nothing 
to say, or where what we say is inadequate. 

If we do not set about the process of 
ideological development then we will not 
hold to us for life a proportion of the best of 
the young people who have come in lately, 
because they will not be motivated to stay. 
If they do not stay then the power-winning 
machine we all wish to see will never be 
built. 
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MICHELINE PEYREBONNE 


Immigration— A crime 
against women 


Micheline Peyrebonne is a French novelist 
who won the Prix Feneon in 1950 for her 
novel Leur Sale Pitié. Shunned by the 


Paris world of letters as a ‘racialist’, her 


writing is now confined to radical right 
journals such as the influential Défence de 
l’Occident, from which this feminist view of 
the immigration catastrophe is translated 
‘ and reprinted slightly abridged. 


IN 1965, when hardly anyone was yet 
perturbed about Immigration and its conse- 
quences, I tried to draw women’s attention 
to the special dangers for them inherent in 
the mass arrivals of Third World nationals in 
our Western countries. 

The idea was then quite new: it was 
not understood. Far fewer women than men 
reflect deeply enough to judge aright what 
the future holds. Moreover, in France the 
only people who really care about women’s 
prospects are the avowed feminists (I count 
myself as being one, but in a very personal 
sense), most of whom are Leftists and “anti- 
racists”. At that time it was very difficult to 
make a Leftist realise that, because different 
races have different moral standards, parti- 
cularly as regards women, large-scale alien 
immigration could bring no good to us. 

I had just completed five years’ study of 
the differences, genetic and in social customs, 
between the races. Well before the recently 
much-discussed findings of Anglo-Saxon 
experts had been published, I was convinced 
that the races differ from each other not only 
in IQ but also in their distinctive customs 
which, being of genetic origin, cannot be 
radically changed. In short, I held that races 
bring their own moral code with them and 
try to impose it wherever they go. They do 
so spontaneously. Nature has willed this urge 
in us and we cannot do anything about it. 

Research having shown me clearly that 
races cannot throw off their inherited 
morality and customs, I logically deduced 
that the massive influx of Muslim North 
Africans into France must result sooner or 
later, as the settlers merged with Europeans, 
in a total debasement of feminine life here: 
forced seclusion or semi-seclusion would 
restrict women’s freedom; by ever swifter 
stages, their status in the Nordic and West 
European countries would decline from that 
of individuals with full human rights to that 
of mere sexual objects. Indeed I foresee that 
in France, within a few decades, the immig- 
rant element will lower our standards to near 
the anti-feminine levels of North Africa, the 
Middle East and parts of Black Africa. As a 
woman, I grieve to picture such a future for 
the girls of today. 

Not long ago, I broached this subject 
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with a leading “feminist” writer. Far from 
sharing my anxiety, she sent me a letter of 
abuse. 

For though these feminists are rightly 
on the alert for any injustice to our sex in 
other fields, they almost all prove surprisingly 
optimistic when questioned about the 
dangers of Immigration. Their usual answer 
is: “Gradually, as they blend with the host 
nation, the immigrants will adopt its 
customs.” 

Inconceivable that the contrary might 
happen! The champions of Immigration are, 
or pretend to be, certain that the hordes 
from under-developed countries lured by 
irresponsible leaders to our “developed” 
ones, will inevitably attain living-standards 
just like our own. It is not admitted that the 
contrary could happen, indeed is much more 
likely; that the living-standards of the over- 
hospitable Westerners may fall and gradually 
align themselves with those introduced by 
the new citizens. 

To return to women: history shows that 
among the two ancient peoples best known 
to us, the Greeks and Romans, the place of 
women in society changed for the worse 
over the centuries. In early times free, and 
men’s equals, so respected that indignation 
aroused by the rape of young Lucrecia 
sufficed to overthrow the Roman monarchy, 
they finally found themselves treated as 
minors, inferiors; excessively guarded, con- 
stantly spied upon, shut into the gynaeceum. 
What had happened? In my opinion, this: 
Orientals had gradually established them- 
selves in the heart of both empires, and at 
length their customs influenced those of the 


“Over the 
years, I hope 
it will be 
possible 

to break 
down 

some of 

the 

cultural 


barriers 
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separate 
them from 
the customs 
of our 
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William 
Whitelaw 


general populations. Or rather, the anti- 
feminine genes of the Semites, spread by 
race-mixing, influenced the originally Aryan 
stock, to the detriment of women. 

I know it will be said: Not only Semites, 
Negroes and Mongols settled in Greece and 
Rome; others came too, notably the famous 
Barbarians who, like the Greeks and Romans, 
were of Aryan descent and for whom women 
were human personalities, interlocuteurs 
valables, sharing men’s rank and liberty. 
How was it that this new Nordic element did 
not offset the other and prevent deterioration 
of the feminine condition? 

Because the genes that give Semites and 
the coloured peoples their mental charac- 
teristics have the same property as those that 
transmit their physical particularities: they 
supplant the effect of European genes. In 
other words: the white race of Aryan origin 
is destroyed morally as well as physically by 
any fusion with the other races. It has often 
been remarked, for instance, that if a White 
man marries a Black woman their children 
bear the strongest resemblance to the Black 
parent, not only physically, visibly, but just 
as surely psychologically. If these children 
marry Whites, their offspring will still have 
many physical or moral characteristics of 
Blacks; and for generations some traces of 
Black ancestry will reappear in some descen- 
dants of the original inter-racial couple. This 
is why even a small influx of alien blood 
suffices to influence the general social 


‘morality of a European people. 


The “multi-racialism” in our present-day 
schools is detrimental to women; children 
are very malleable and our Western little 
boys learn from their Arab, Negro, Asiatic 
and other alien classmates to despise and 
insult the opposite sex. Every woman teacher 
who has tried to control a cosmopolitan 
class will confirm this. Thus the influence of 
immigrants is working on young minds; 
when our boys are adult, or even before, its 
fruits will show in their behaviour towards 
women. Already we see a marked downward 


trend in women’s state where social morality 
is concerned. 

Feminist faith in an ever-brightening 
future therefore appears naive; it is also in 
disaccord with what we learn from history. 
The leftist writer Germaine Tillion points 
out in Le Harem et les Cousins that women’s 
lot in North Africa has changed for the worse 
since the Middle Ages. And she denies that 
Islam is to blame for this. She states that the 
descriptions by Herodotus of North African 
men and women of his time (about 450 B.C.) 
in no way fit the North Africans of today. 
The girls of some of those ancient peoples 
used to honour the goddess Athena by feasts 
and fights, customs that imply at least some 
degree of Indo-European ancestry. Other 
women drove war-chariots; some wore 
“leather anklets, one for each man slept with; 
she who has the most anklets is deemed the 
worthiest, since she has been loved by the 
most men...” (Herodotus, Gindanes, L.IV.) 

We find no trace among these peoples of 
the terrible Arab jealousy or of enforced 
seclusion. Germaine Tillion admits that the 
feminine condition has regressed since then 
and seeks the cause, but because she rejects 
racial concepts, fails to discover it. She then 
declares that women in modern North Africa 
are veiled, shut away and sacrificed to 
masculine jealousy because the population 
has remained at (or returned to) the 
Neolithic stage! 

She clearly has not grasped, or will not 
admit, that the truth is quite different; that 
another race, bearing other genes — Semites 
from the Middle East — settled throughout 
the lands bordering the Mediterranean, sub- 
merged the earlier populations of North 
Africa, and has imposed its own customs, 
which essentially include the veiling and 
seclusion of women. 

In Southern Europe too, where women 
are regarded very much as in North Africa, 
Semitic invasions provide the explanation. 
The observations of Germaine Tillion and 
many others sufficiently prove that 
differences in religion (Catholicism v. Islam) 
have no influence on social customs. The 
latter have their source in race, not religion. 

Women in Southern Spain and Italy, 
parts of Greece, Yugoslavia and Portugal are 
still, in certain districts, leading a semi- 
cloistered life, yet before the mediaeval Arab 
invasions they were as free in dress and 
behaviour as they have remained in the 
North and West of Europe. 

Thus, even not far from our frontiers, 
we find examples of the degradation for 
women that results from race-mixing. 

As the same causes always produce the 
same effects, it is not difficult to predict the 
consequences of immigration in our own 
countries. 

I am not naive enough to wish, with 
certain “progressives”, to change the social 
customs of alien immigrants concerning 
women, for the good reason that | firmly 
believe a race cannot change itself, except 
very superficially. It takes great simplicity, 
also great ignorance and pretentiousness, to 


wish to impose on one race the moral code 
of another. Each is convinced that its own is 
the best. The Arabs for instance, or the 
Japanese (who, though industrially advanced, 
consider women from a standpoint very 
different from ours), or the Chinese, each 
feel certain that their traditional way of 
treating women is right. To discuss the 
subject with them is a waste of time. 

But one definite historical fact must be 
faced. It is always the distinctive morality of 
the White race that weakens and more or less 
dies out, just as their physical traits do, 
when there is fusion with another race. It 
follows that, because of the ethnic compo- 
nents involved, the immigration now taking 
place in Western Europe heralds the end of 
women’s freedom. 

One of the anti-racists’ credos is that 
Third World women may gradually “emanci- 
pate themselves”, that is to say, swop their 
social morals for ours. Here again are 
dangerous ignorance and credulity. The 
optimists see the increasing rejection of the 
veil by Muslim women as proof of their 
theory. But Germaine Tillion, for one, says 
that if women in some districts of Muslim 
countries are laying aside the veil, in others 
they are adopting it. How often have we 
heard about the “liberation” of contem- 
porary Iranian women: the Shah was deter- 
mined to make his country a “modern”, 
Westernised one. Yet even before the recent 
revolution TV and Press photographs often 
showed thousands of Iranian women wearing 
veils right up to the eyelids. Moreover, to 
cast off such outward symbols does not in 
itself prove a “Westernisation” of social 
customs. To conceal the womenfolk is not 
so much a tradition among the Semites as a 
sign of an instinctive trait due to genetic 
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inheritance which therefore cannot be 
uprooted. Technical and industrial progress 
cannot change such elements in a race; it can 
only create illusions. 

The lesson of all this is that we women 
of the West must protect ourselves. The sole 
effective means to this end is the immediate 
banning of immigration and, since this alone 
will not suffice because of the high birthrate 
among immigrants already here, the return 
of these settlers to their homelands. There, 
without harm to European women, they can 
continue to practise the social customs 
peculiar to them, and which we must take 
for granted as a fact of nature, a genetic 
product impossible to stem or transform. 

I have treated mainly of Arab ways 
because Arabs form a large proportion of the 
immigrants in France and also because their 
general attitude towards women is surely 
one of the most reactionary in the world: 
concealment, segregation, lack of legal and 
moral protection, so that in some countries 
a woman is not even regarded as a human 
being. 

But I realise that a mass immigration of 
Blacks and Asiatics, such as Great Britain is 
now undergoing, is, for Englishwomen, just 
as menacing. A few decades hence, Blacks 
and Asiatics could have become numerous 
enough to impose their own standards, 
lowering those of the real British people. 
Look at Soviet Russia where, as among 
Asiatics, women perform the rough and 
heavy tasks: we can trace the imprint left by 
mediaeval Mongol invaders on the Aryan 
Russians’ way of life. 

From the standpoint of morals and 
customs, any non-European immigration 
into European nations is bound to lead to 
degeneration. 
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SIR: There is no way of escaping race 
indoctrination these days. We have it even in 
the good old TV soap operas. Crossroads, 
for example, with Benny, the simple labourer 
whose ‘very best friend’ is Mac, the can’t-do- 
wrong Black mechanic from whom Benny 
takes his orders and hangs on his every word. 
Meanwhile, Mac’s girlfriend Trina suddenly 
leaps the promotion ladder as a receptionist 
whilst her White counterparts remain dish- 
washers or waitresses. 

Then there is Emmerdale Farm, another 
soap opera. Here the statutory Black is a 
school-teacher who constantly leaves the 
village inhabitants with egg on their faces. 
He was of course invited to tea at the farm 
before he had even unpacked his suitcase! 
The White school janitor has been simple for 
years — and guess who teaches him to read? 

Coronation Street has so far escaped 
this sick propaganda, but we now have a 
‘Black Coronation Street’. In Lovely Couple, 
a young White girl in a hospital scene is 
swooning at the thought of all those 
handsome, brilliant doctors with gentle 
hands — and thena grotesque African appears 
(the stethoscope indicates he’s a doctor!) at 
which the girl practically falls at his feet. 

It’s the same in other plays and films. 
The bad guy is White and usually simple- 
minded, and has to be bettered by his Black 
counterpart. In Heat of the Night and Guess 
Who’s Coming to Dinner? both men began as 
racialists and ended up apologising for it! Of 
course, we’ve had Roots, where Whitey is 
bad and Black is beautiful, brainy and best. 
Now we are to be treated to Roots 2! 

SYLVIA BAUGH 
Walsall, W. Midlands 


SIR: “Whom the gods wish to destroy, they 
first make mad.” Yes, but there is something 
more pathetic, more infuriating than 
madness. It is just simple, perverse stupidity. 

Nearly 100 years ago, W. H. Smith and 
the Imperial Federation League told us what 
was necessary to maintain our greatness and 
prosperity. We did not really listen. Eighty 
years ago, it was Joseph Chamberlain who 
died from the exhaustion brought about by 
his almost frantic campaign to stem the tide 
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of decline which was already flowing. Forty 
years ago, it was Oswald Mosley — slandered, 
traduced, physically assaulted and finally 
incarcerated without charge or trial. Now for 
the reversal of the ruin of British power, 
economy, influence, and prestige there is 
only one last hope — the National Front. 
But let there be no mistake: the patient is 
very near death. Only the National Front 
can hope to bring back the new “Sick Man 
of Europe” from the very edge of the grave. 

The next twenty years will mean either 
rebirth, led by the National Front, or a 
crummy, seedy Marxist dictatorship with a 
banana republic standard of life. All 
intelligent men now see, and most admit, 
this. But some perversely will it, and others 
— far too many — smile ruefully, shrug 
helplessly, and mutter: “Well, I won’t live 
to see it.” 

The agony and the fury some of us feel 
is at the seemingly invincible stupidity which 
has lead us successively through shallow and 
complacent optimism, through idiotic 


policies, to a senescent cynicism on the one 
hand and a moronic barbarism on the other. 
Britons prided themselves for many years on 
a national ability to “muddle through”. But 
“muddling through” is a luxury which only 
the richest and most powerful nations can 
afford, and then only for a generation or 
two. What has been essential in this century 
is a clear-sighted appreciation of iron 
necessity. Perhaps there are still a few 
seconds left before midnight in which to 
face reality with ruthless logic, courage and 
determination and to effect that trans- 
valuation of values which is the absolute 
prerequisite of any acceptable future for 
us all. 
PETER H. PEEL, Ph.D. 
Reseda, California 


SIR: The “bar of world opinion” referred to 
by one of your contributors does have 
another name — El Vino’s. 

G. T. GULTONE 
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ANL 
distorts 
the truth 


THE LETTER from Mr. 
MacNab (Star, January 10) is 
an example of the campaign by 
the so-called Anti Nazi League 
to discredit the National Front 
by the use of a handful of in- 
cidents of dubious authenticity 
as “proof” that the NF is 
violent and undemocratic. 
These incidents were first 
used for this purpose on the in- 
famous “World in Action” 
“anti-NF special” shown on 
ITV last year, and subsequent 
inquiries revealed that out of 
the 12 cases given as examples 
of “NF violence”, only two in 
fact involved NF members. 
One of the two was im- 
mediately expelled from the 
party and the other was 
deprived of party office. 
is was not, of course, 
mentioned in the programme, 


which was typical of the dis- 
tortion used by our political 
opponents. 

why does the ANL base 
its arguments on such un- 
truths? The fact is that it is not 
as “moderate and respectable” 


as its spokesman would have 
us believe. A number of ar- 


imperial, and foreign 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the East Anglian Daily Times. 


ticles in the national press, in 

articular the Sunday Express 
{April 30,1978), have drawn 
attention to the fact that the 
Anti Nazi League is 
dominated at all levels by the 


Communist and Socialist 


Workers’ NG 

Even the left-wing press has 
been forced to admit that the 
ANL “is a_ behind-closed- 
doors alliance of the SWP and 
some MPs”.(Workers Action, 
March 25, 1978). 

Locally too, the two groups 
are closely linked; most of 
their activists hold dual 
membership, and a recent 
Ipswich ANL bulletin referred 
to and praised “our SWP com- 
rades”. Early last year, SWP 
members of this supposedly 
“moderate pressure group 
assaulted policemen outside a 
legal and peaceful National 
Front meeting in Ipswich 
Town Hall, before severely 
beating up a local district 
councillor who had gone to the 
meeting as an observer (Star, 
February 8, 1978. 

The Socialist Workers’ Par- 
ty, with which the ANL is so 
closely linked, supports the 
IRA, unlimited coloured im- 
migration and calls for a 
violent Communist revolution. 

One only has to compare 
these aims with the following 
National Front policies to see 
why the far-left has ‘to resort to 
lies and distortion, rather than 


Leyton, E.10 


accepting our offer to hold a 
democratic debate on the 
desirability or our respective 
viewpoints: 

1). The restoration of the 
death penalty for terrorists, 
partanulsely the murderous 

A 


2). The use of the secret 
ballot in trade union affairs to 
prevent the intimidation of or- 
dinary workers by communist 
agitators. We also encourage 
our own members, and 
moderates generally, to 
become involved in union af- 
fairs and to vote out the Red 
troublemakers. 

3). An end to, and reversal 
of, coloured immigration. 

4). The National Front Ex- 
Servicemen’s Association, led 
by Squadron-Leader John 

arrison Broadley, DFC, and 
many others who fought 
against real Nazis while the 
hooligans of the “Anti Nazi 
League” were still in nappies, 
has repeatedly called for the 
strengthening of our armed 
forces. 

Only thus can Britain stand 
up to communist Russia and 
remain a free and independent 
democracy, rather than the 
Marxist slave state desired by 
the Socialist Workers’ Party 
and its front organisation, the 
ANL. N. J. GRIFFIN, 
secretary, Ipswich NF, Hill 
House, Huntingfield, 
Halesworth. 


Another gem from 
the multi-racial 
madhouse 


Denying that race actually exists at all 
looks like landing the multi-racialists in hot 
- water. 

The fashionable myth being propagated 
today by politically bent ‘social anthro- 
pologists’ is that the largest part of human 
variation is accounted for by differences 
between individuals, and therefore racial 
differences are irrelevant, or indeed non- 
existent. We should think of people as 
individuals, not as members of groups. 

Says Jewish academic Richard Lewontin 
of Harvard (who confesses to being a 
Marxist): “Human racial classification is of 
no social value and is positively destructive 
of social and human relations. Since such 
racial classification is now seen to be of 
virtually no genetic or taxonomic signi- 
ficance either (!), no justification can be 
offered for its continuance.” 

But a problem arises here. How can the 
race relations and  anti-discrimination 
industry carry on if the basis for discrim- 
ating between people is removed by scientists 
refusing to classify races? Another Harvard 
Marxist, Stephen Gould (who wrote ‘Why 
We Should Not Name Human Races’ in 
Natural History magazine), answers this by 
saying that there is no reason why racial 
categories shouldn’t be established as a 
matter of social policy: for example, racial 
self-classification when filling in forms 
designed to ensure employment advantages 
for racial minorities. 

This of course means that you are what 
you say you are racially. And with no 
objective scientific classification to go by, a 
person could claim to be any race he or she 
liked. This could lead to a situation in which 
a company being pressed by the race relations 
industry to employ more Blacks or Asians 
could do so by finding enough employees 
who were prepared to say they were members 
of the desired race! Indeed, this is already 
happening in the United States, where a 
White person can simply change his name to 
Rodriguez and gain advantages under the 
“Affirmative Action” programme to dis- 
criminate in favour of minorities by claiming 
to be a Mexican. 

It looks as if they will have to bring 
back the scientists to sort the mess out! 
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GREAT BRITISH RACIALISTS 


No. 2 H. G. WELLS (1866-1946) 


NO MORE curious a blend of political 
convictions could be imagined than those 
held by H. G. Wells, genius of The Time 
Machine, The Shape of Things to Come, 
The Adventures of Mr. Polly and Mind at the 
End of Its Tether. A romantic and an 
encyclopaedic man of science, he was both 
a patriot and a believer in an international 
World Order; a Fabian Socialist who once 
praised the Russian Revolution, but who 
detested Marxism and came to admire Hitler. 

The Times Literary Supplement was 
confused enough to describe him as “a 
Fabian Fascist”. Beatrice Webb wrote in her 
diary that “he utterly failed to make me 
understand what sort of social institution he 
had in mind.” The truth is that Wells was 
both a hyper-idealist and such an individualist 
that he felt able to transcend the rigid 
ideological positions of his contemporaries 
in his quest to reform an imperfect world. 
As for his idea of a supra-national order, this 
was rooted more in his belief that the com- 
munity of science and letters should “‘stand 
for something greater than any government 
or nation on earth,” rather than in the 
totalitarian fantasies of the Webbs. 

Wells once described himself as “a 
sentimentalist, a moralist, a patriot, a racist, 
a great general in dreamland...” 

A racialist Wells certainly was. He knew 
that racial differences were of crucial impor- 
tance and that intermixture was not the 
answer to the looming race problem. In Js 
Race Conflict Unavoidable? (1924) he 
wrote: — 

“The practical question before mankind 
is how to devise fair methods of co-operation 
and work out a mixed and various world 
society . . . Thisis not to be done by ignoring 
race and racial differences; the natural 
thought forms, and dispositions and instinc- 
tive reactions of northern Europeans and 
Jews, Negroes and Whites, Indians and 
Chinese, vary subtly and profoundly; you 
can no more ignore differences of race than 
differences of sex. They are things greatly 
intensified and supplemented by differences 
of tradition, training and conditions, but 
when all such modifications are eliminated, 
essential differences remain. Intermarriage 
provides no remedy but rather a multi- 
plication of types.” 

Wells was ardently anti-Zionist. Zionism, 
he believed, gave its racial adherents “an 
alien mentality”. He was not deterred from 
attacking Zionism by the criticisms of 
friends who believed his remarks were 
tactless and gave aid and comfort to fascism. 
On November 1 1th 1933, he declined to join 
a committee against anti-semitism — a state 
of mind which he thought “a natural 
reaction to the intense nationalism of the 
Jews and the very distinctive role they play 
in the world of art and business . . . a careful 


ke 


study of  anti-semitic and 


prejudice 
accusations might be of very great value to 
many Jews who do not adequately realise 
the irritations they inflict ...” 

His attacks on Zionism aroused the 
liberal fury of Eleonor Roosevelt and not 
surprisingly received a bad press. He even had 


to repudiate complaints that he had 
proposed a world pogrom of Jews. 

Whatever socialisr meant to Wells, it 
was not what it meant to most of his left- 
wing contemporaries. ‘“‘Marx offered the 
cheapest and basest of human impulses the 
poses of a pretentious philosophy,” he 
wrote. “Marxism’s relation to the inevitable 
reconstruction of human society which is 
now in progress is parasitic.” 


ELITIST 


In 1945, the year of victory, Wells 
wrote his last work and probably the most 
pessimistic utterance in modern literature, 
Mind at the End of Its Tether. He explained 
that he was writing “under the urgency of 
a scientific training that obliged him to 
clarify the world and his ideas to the limits 
of his capacity.” It is a strange, elitist and 
obscure work which predicts doom when all 
around him was the confidence of peacetime 
reconstruction. But Wells instinctively 
perceived the world hurtling on a new, 
suicidal course. ‘Hitherto, events had been 
held together by a certain logical consistency, 
as the heavenly bodies have been held 
together by gravitation. Now it is as if that 
cord had vanished, and everything was 
driving anyhow to anywhere at a steadily 
increasing velocity . . .” He speaks of us 
having to “give place to some other kind of 
animal better adapted to face the fate that 
closes in on mankind”; but he believes that 
there will remain “that small minority who 
will see life out to its inevitable end.” 
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NF BACKS BRITISH CAMPAIGN 


~ TO KEEP OUT THE BOAT PEOPLE 


The National Front last month launched 
a special organisation to campaign against 
the entry into Britain of the so-called “‘Viet- 
namese Boat People”. The campaign organis- 
ation, ‘British Campaign to Keep Out the 
Boat People’ was set up immediately it 
became known that Margaret Thatcher had 
granted entry permission to the first 
thousand of these aliens, in complete contra- 
diction to the ‘anti-Immigration’ platform 
on which she successfully fought the General 
Election. 

A series of demonstrations and activities 
will be mounted by the Campaign, parti- 
cularly by a variety of sub-groups such as 


‘British Mothers Campaign to Keep Out the 
Boat People’ and a ‘British Pensioners Cam- 
paign’. These groups will organise protests at 
airports and reception centres, emphasising 
that charity begins at home — for our 
homeless, our jobless and our old folk. 

The campaign will also bring to public 
attention the fact that these so-called ‘Boat 
People’ are not genuine Vietnamese refugees, 
but ethnic Chinese dope peddlers, black 
marketeers, gold smugglers and _ brothel 
keepers, members of criminal clans not 
wanted by the Communist system, who are 
paying huge sums to an organised racket in 


human cargo. They are the direct respon- 
sibility of China and the indirect respon- 
sibility of America, and have nothing 
whatever to do with Britain. 

Campaign Organiser Nicholas Fridd, a 
barrister and the NF’s Regional Agent for 
West London, emphasises that central to the 
campaign will be the complete exposure of 
the lies of the Tory party on immigration. 
Says Nick: “Edward Heath waited two years 
before betraying his fraudulent election 
promises and admitting the Ugandan Asians. 
‘Hard line’ Mrs. Thatcher has only waited 
three weeks!” 


BRENT WINS YNF 5-A-SIDE | 


SOCCER FINAL 


The second annual Young National 
Front soccer competition — the John 
Tyndall Shield — was staged at a London 
sports centre last month. 

Over thirty teams entered this year’s 
competition and the preliminary rounds 
involved YNF teams from all over the 
country. Sixteen of these teams qualified for 
a place in the finals, including teams from 
Manchester, Warrington, Leeds, Derby and 
Plymouth. 

As was the case in last year’s finals, 
however, the London teams came out on 
top. For the second year running there was 
an all London final, between Barking and 
Brent. Brent had defeated North Bucks and 
Warrington on the way to the final, while 
Barking beat Hackney, last year’s winners, 
and Haringey. 

The final was a hard fought match 


Our magazine, though it believes in 
racial differences, opposes race-hatred. 


All those who oppose multi-racialism 


should attack the politicians who promote 
it, not the immigrants, who are merely its 
victims. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal income 
from sales is needed to build up 
SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be greatly appreciated. 
Please make out your postal orders or 
cheques to Spearhead, and send them to: 
P.O. Box 105, London E.C.2. 
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which ended all square, after extra-time, at 
one all. Brent finally won the shield by 
cracking home five penalties in the final 
decider. NF Chairman John Tyndall was 
present to award the shield and medals to 
the winning team. 

Among the other attractions on the day 
were a ladies’ YNF match and a disco in the 
evening. 


Right: The winners, Brent YNF, with the 
John Tyndall Shield. 

Below: A friendly match during the com- 
petition, SE London Girls versus the North 
Bucks team. The girls won 3—2, but the 
YNF lads claimed they weren’t trying! 


Fal 


NF MANIFESTO— 


The Manifesto of the National Front 
issued during the General Election and 
called Jt’s Our Country — Let’s Win It Back! 
is the most comprehensive statement of NF 


policy affecting the major issues yet 
produced. 68 pages and 62,000 words in 
length, longer than all three main party 
manifestos put together, its chapters cover 
the economy, industrial relations, energy and 
transport, agriculture and fisheries, the 
Common Market, the Commonwealth, 
foreign affairs, Northern Ireland, devolution, 
law and order, immigration, defence, 


ORDER NOW 


housing, the environment, social services, 
education, sport and recreation, the arts and 
the media. 

No member or supporter of the 
National Front can afford not to have a 
copy of this Manifesto if they wish to 
understand the NF’s remedy for British 
national decline. ’ 

PRICE £1.00 plus 20p p&p. 


LIMITED SOUVENIR 
EDITION 


Collectors will not want to miss this 
chance. A special limited edition of 30 
copies of the Manifesto is now open to 
offers from collectors. Each numbered copy 
is personally signed beneath a photograph 
by NF Chairman John Tyndall and Executive 
Council members Cmdr. Andrew Fountaine, 
Martin Webster, Richard Verrall, Andrew 
Brons and David Bruce. 

These souvenir copies are unique and 
guaranteed to be only thirty in number. 
They will be hundreds of times more rare 
than Issue 1 of Spearhead itself. Collectors 
are invited to make offers for any of these 
copies. Copies will go to the highest offer for 
No. 1 (the first signed copy), the highest 
offer for No. 2 and so on down. 

There is no closing date, but each copy 
will be held for only 2 weeks after the first 
offer before being awarded, so collectors 
should put in their offers as quickly as 
possible. 

Write to: The Editor, Spearhead, PO 
Box 105, London EC2. 


A daughter for J.T. 


We are sure that 
Spearhead is joined 
by all its readers in 
sending our 
congratulations and 
good wishes to John 
Tyndall and his wife 
Valerie on the birth 
of a daughter. 
Marina Helen, a 
beautiful blue-eyed 
baby, was born on 
May 18th and 
weighed 6lbs 100z. 


Photo: Ian Newport 


NF Heroine Deborah 


Deborah Dowler is only 13 years of age. 
But she’s got what it takes in the National 
Front — courage. 

Deborah, a staunch supporter of the 
NF, is the daugher of Josephine and Ray 


Dowler, Organiser of the NF’s Bristol 
Branch. Ray and Jo Dowler have been the 
victims of a sustained campaign of violence 
in their locality which rose to a pitch during 
the recent election, when young Deborah 
was also a target. One day, while waiting to 
go to school, a red lout aged about 19 came 
up to her and asked if her parents were in 
the National Front. When she proudly 
replied ‘Yes,’ he threw a brick in her face! 
Shortly afterwards, reds hurled bricks at the 
Dowlers’ shop and home, smashing a plate 
glass window and nearly shattering another 
that would have fallen directly over Deborah 
and her younger brother and sister who were 
having their bedtime drink. She was taken to 
hospital suffering from shock. Despite these 
events and victimisation at school, as well as 
two further attacks on their home, Deborah 
remains undaunted in her total support of 
the National Front. She is looking forward 
now to being a Full Member, and believes 
that if she is to marry and raise a family in a 
Britain worthy of the name, communism 


must be crushed. 


Help these members 


During the General Election rally on 
April 28th at Cronehills School, West 
Bromwich, the usual attack was launched 
by Communist “members of the public” 
allowed into the meeting. 

NF Parliamentary candidate for 
Birmingham Hall Green Ronald Maylin and 
stewards David Woods and Mark Clinton 
were arrested as a result of trying to defend 
themselves and protect their own meeting, 
at which NF Chairman John Tyndall was 
speaking. Heavy fines are expected, and 
Spearhead urges its readers to help these 
members, who are worthy of your support. 
Cheques should be made out to ‘South 
Birmingham National Front’ and crossed 
‘Defence Fund’.' Send your cheques to 
Spearhead and we will forward. Please help 
all you can. 
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THE FOUNDATIONS OF 


POLITICAL POWER 
Contd. from page 7 


with our eyes on our job, not on the clock. 

From the nonsense of “do we have the 
time?” let me turn to another nonsense. This 
can be seen in the frequent speculations | 
hear as to when the British people will 
“wake up”, i.e. realise that the old parties 
offer them no future and vote them out and 
us in. 

Phraseology such as this betrays a com- 
plete misunderstanding of the process by 
which great historical changes are brought 
about. “The people”, whether they be 
British, American, German, French or other- 
wise, never do “wake up” in the sense 
intended by those who talk in such terms. 
All great changes in history, for better or for 
worse, are accomplished by the awakening 
of elites to new ideas and courses of action, 
and only thereafter by those elites acquiring 
the means and developing the ability to lead 
the people. 

The latter merely place their crosses on 
ballot papers in much the same way as the 
average race-goer bets on horses, by looking 
at the list of runners and backing what appear 
to be the favourite or second favourite, 
ignoring the outsiders. 

It is by the sustained work and dedi- 
cation of political elites that parties are built 
up to the point at which they appear on 
ballot papers among the favourites. Then 
and only then does the voter come over to 
them in significant numbers. 

Our chief task at the moment is to 
recruit and organise a new type of elite, then 
by the efforts of this elite, and by means of 
the material resources it has acquired on its 
way, to bring our party into the field of 
favourites on the ballot paper at the 
appropriate time. 

For this reason, the importance of our 
election challenge this year lies, not in the 
number of votes our candidates have 
mustered (although of course we strive to 
gain as many of these as possible), but in the 
fact that our election campaign has generated 
for the National Front a volume of public 
interest of unprecedented proportions — as a 


result of which fresh seeds of the NF idea 
will be implanted in the minds of British 
people, out of whom will emerge an active 
element which will assist us in the next stage 
of building our elite and our party machine. 

At this point it is perhaps opportune to 
deal with yet another misconception that 
features prominently in conversations among 
our followers and which is related to the one 
with which I have just dealt. This is that 
“the people” will “awaken” when their 
bellies are empty. 

It is true that a massive economic break- 
down which results in great suffering for 
millions can sometimes tip the final balance 
towards revolutionary change. I am very 
wary, however, of political strategies which 
anticipate this event as a precondition of 
victory. It breeds a mentality which almost 
‘hopes’ for catastrophe as a form of political 
salvation, and which in the meantime is only 


- too ready to use the absence of catastrophe 


as justification for political failure. 

Our opponents on the left are ready to 
exploit economic breakdown and mass 
poverty when and if it occurs; equally they 
are organised and equipped to exploit other 
forms of human condition when those 
circumstances are absent. Prominent among 
these are bordeom, loneliness and alienation 
(the latter one of their pet-words but in a 
certain context an applicable one). 

Today left-wing doctrines have a wide 
appeal among sections of the populace not 
subject to economic deprivation. They do so 
because of the expertise of the Left in 
discerning where a vacuum exists in the lives 
of people and in then filling that vacuum by 
a variety of appeals, of which the economic 
is only one. Once again, the Left can do this 
because it has built an apparatus, an infra- 
structure, which includes the amenities 
necessary to the task. 


STRATEGY AND TACTICS 


These, then, are the lines of develop- 
ment on which we must set our sights in the 
coming years. Basically they add up to a 
strategy for political growth. 

As in war, without a strategy, purely 
tactical considerations are a waste of time. 


Too often, I hear our followers get into 
heated discussion about tactics — but with- 
out grasping a framework of strategy into 
which tactics can fit. 

There is a tendency to discuss tactics as 
if we were a party on the threshold of 
political power with all the necessary 
apparatus in our hands, including a press and 
broadcasting media by which our tactical 
approach could be brought to every Home in 
the country — in short, in a position com- 
parable to that of the major parties today. 

Only when our factual position is under- 
stood can we appreciate the strategic options 
open to us, and only when we have decided 
on these is any argument about tactics 
meaningful. 

It is vitally necessary that the strategic 
requirements of our position are understood. 
From this understanding comes the necessary 
morale to continue the struggle. Morale is 
sustained by the setting ourselves of targets 
that are within our reach, then, those targets 
having been attained, by the pursuit of the 
next targets within reach, and so on. Morale 
on the other hand is shattered by the‘fool- 
hardy pursuit of targets currently far out of 
reach, and by the ingnominy of defeat and 
annihilation that follows. 

We will climb our Everest — that I 
promise. But we will do so by stages, not in 
one wild jump. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 


MILITARY BOOKS 


A wide selection of new & second-hand books 
on all aspects of military and naval history, 
militaria and wargaming. Send 9p stamp for our 
latest list to: Lionheart Books, 22 Mill Close, 
Chichester, West Sussex PO19 3JW. 


Find out about the National Front 


Send 20p for information pack. 


Te! 

P.O. BOX 105 
LONDON E.C.2 
(Tel. 01-739 2187) 
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